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EQUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


18, Lincotn’s INN FIELps, Lcxpon, W.C. 





Whole-world policies in most cases free of charge. 
Policies indisputable and unconditional. 


SPECIMEN BONUSES. 
Actual additions made to Policies of £l, 009 effected under Tables I. and iI. 











| 
a NUMBER OF PREMIUMS PAID. 
Age =" SLs a 
at Entry. } | 
Five. Ten. Twenty. Thirty. | Forty. 
£ 8. £ 8. & & | £ & 
20 103 0 191 10 431 0 *736 0 *1,022 0 | 
30 112 0 2110 | 46410 *819 0 *1,167 0 
40 124 0 232 0 525 10 | "1,843 10 | 
50 147 0 276 16 *626 10 "1,126 0 | aeeeee | 
60 197 10 ee | oe see | 











EXAMPLE.— A Policy for £1,000, effected 30 years ago oes a person then aged 30, 
would have increased to £1,819, or by more than 80 per ce: 

In the cases marked * the Bonuses, if post ¢ovdbon — be more than 
sufficient to extinguish all future peuetens, and the Policy-holders would still 
be eatitied to ohare in fubure profits 


THE ANGLO- ARGENTINE BANK, LIMI IED. 
CAPITAL £500, 000, in 50,000 SHARES of £10 each, 


POWER TO INCREAEE. 
PAID- D-UP $250,000. 


HEAD OFFICE: 15, NICHOLAS LANE, LONDON, E.C. 


DIRECTORS. 
peer eon 8, LLOYD, Es 
Sir HENRY CAREW RIG HT. CHA 


EDWARD BUNGE, Esq. 
HENRY A. GREIG, Es 3° by ag KAYE, Esq. 
NRY J. NORMAN, Esq. 
Bankers —Mesars. MARTIN & OO. 
Offices at Buenos Ayres—486, PIEDAD. 

Deposits received at the London Office for fixed periods, at rates of interest 
to be ascertained on application. 

ng present rates are 44 per cent. for one year, 5 per cent. for two or three 


ear 
Letters of Credit, Bills of Exchange, and Cable Transfers issued. 
P Bile vs payable in the Argentine Republic negotiated, advanced upon, or sent 
or collection. 
The Bank will ¢ffect Purchases and Sales of Stocks, Shares, Coupons, and 
other securities, and also collects Dividends, and undertakes every description 
usiness. 


of Banking b 
EDWARD ARTHUR, , Manager. 





» Chairman. 
{LES E. GUNTHER, Esq. 
JAMES HEMMERDE, Esq. 





LEGAL AND ‘GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 
ESTABLISHED OVER HALF CENTURY. 
10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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VOL. XXXIV., No. 11. 
The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 


LONDON, JANUARY 11, 1890, 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


So rar as could be ascertained on Thursday, no intimation had 
been received at the Royal Courts that any judge had as yet 
been afflicted with the prevalent epidemic. And as regards the 
officials who returned on Tuesday last, we believe that only a 
very small proportion have been absent on account of illness. 





Tue Recent publication of the amusing Recollections of Mr. 
Serjeant Rosmson, and the announcement that a second volume of 
the same nature was forthcoming, will have increased the general 
regret felt at the death of one of the most kindly and genial mem- 
bers of the profession. The serjeant was the last member of fer- 
jeants’-inn who received a patent of precedence, and the only 
representative of that body who achieved that distinction after the 
Judicature Acts. Exclusive of fourteen common Jaw judges and ex- 
judges who were members of Serjeants’-inn, the number of ser- 
jeants-at-law is now reduced to five, of whom Sir Joun Smvon alone 
holds a patent of precedence. 





THERE HAS BEEN a good deal of discussion among the officers cf 
the department of the Paymaster of the Supreme Court about the 
care of a gentleman who recently retired, after forty years’ service, 
expecting, in accordance, as we are informed, with the practice 
which bas been followed for at least half a century, to receive a 
pension equivalent to his full pay. He was awarded, in fact, a 
pension of little more than half of his expectation, and on present 
ing a petition of right, asserting his claim to the higher pension, 
failed to obtain the requisite fat. Economy is, no doubt, the duty 
of the Treasury, but it is to be observed that the direct tendency 
of this alteration of practice will be to make officials unwilling to 
retire, although they may be partially unfit to perform their duties. 





WE rruint elsewhere a letter from a correspondent referring to a 
point in the Wanchester Royal Infirmary, Dispensary, and Lunatic 
Hospital v. The Attorney-General (ante, p 142) upon which we 
refrained from commenting when we noticed the rest of the case 
last week. It seemed, indeed, to involve so narrow a constructicn 
of the Trust Investment Act, 1889, that we deemed it advisable to 
reserve the matter for further consideration. The question is, 
whether the powers of investment conferred by that Act relate 
only to trust funds consisting of cash in the hends of trustees, or 
whether it is competent for trustees to vary existing investments 
by realizing them and then investing the proceeds in the securities 
mentioned in the Act. Mr. Justice Noxru appears to have 
the former alternative as correct when he said that the Act 

confer on the corporation a power of selling existing sec 
investing the peal in securities authorized by section 3. 
section, he said, only enlarged the class of securities in which 
could invest money in their hands. As he had already decided 
that the corporation was a trustee within the Act, it seems clear 
that no distinction can be intended here between the corpora- 
tion and any other trustee, and the decision, as our corre- 
spondent age out, robs the Act of much of its usefulness. 
If it stands, then the securities of section 3 will only be avail- 
able when nL 2 happen to have money in their hands waiting 
for investment. The whole matter depends on the meaning to 
assigned to the expression “‘ any trust funds in his hands hands” at the 
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beginning of section 3, and it is certainly possible to restrict this 
in the manner proposed. If this is to be done, the curious result 
follows that, though the trustee may be authorized to vary from 
one investment to another of those mentioned in his trust deed, 
and also from one investment to another of those mentioned in the 
Act, yet he has no power to vary from an investment mentioned in 
the trust deed to one mentioned in the Act. It may be noticed that 
the words ‘‘in their hands” do not occur in 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38, 
s. 11, which authorizes trustees to invest “their trust funds,” or 
any part thereof, on securities upon which cash under the control 
of the court may be invested, and the introduction of them in the 
present Act may, therefore, be thought to have been designed to 
have the effect in question. At any rate, we suppose, it must be 
assumed for the present that the restriction imposed by Mr. Justice 
Norra is correct, and that it will be unsafe to advise trustees to 
sell out existing securities in order to make investments under 
section 3. 





We rrimren some weeks ago (ante, p. 60) a statement, fur- 
nished by a valued correspondent, of the effect of the recent legis- 
lation in the United States on the subject of the importation of 
aliens to perform labour of any kind in that country. He said that 
a fine of 1,000 dollars had been recently imposed in Virgivia on a 
clerk sent out by a Liverpool firm to assist in buying cotton during 
the cotton season. It now appears that the President of the Liver- 
pool Cotton Association wrote to the United States Consul at 
Liverpool on the subject, asking him to lay the matter before the 
authorities at Washington with the view of obtaining the decision 
of the Treasury that this case could not be held to come within the 
provision of the alien contract law, and suggesting that if the 
Treasury should take the view that the firm had, contrary to their 
intention, committed a technical breach of the law, under the cir- 
cumstances the fine should be remitted. The Secretary of the 
Treasury at Washington replied that ‘‘ under section 3 of the Act 
of February 26, 1885, suit may be brought against any person, 
partnership, &c., violating the law by importing any alien to per- 
form labour in the United States, under contract made previously 
to that alien becoming a resident in the United States, for the 
recovery of the penalty of 1,000 dollars for each violation, and 
that the action for the penalty may include any alien who may be 
a party to the contract. The case of Townsend, Wooley, & Co. and 
several others of the same kind having been reported some weeks 
ago to this department by the collectors of customs at Norfolk, have 
recently been referred to the United States attorney at Norfolk, 
with instructions to commence a suit for the recovery of the penalty 
from any person against whom he shall be satisfied such a suit can 
be sustained. The said United States attorney has recently in- 
formed the department that, in his opinion, the law has been 
violated.” Ata meeting of the Liverpool Chamber of Commerce 
last week it was stated that the notion of employing the laws in 
question to exclude commercial representatives was a recent in- 

ion, and that a test case on the subject was at present 
ing its way to the United States Supreme Court, although the 
courts were so congested that that would take about ten years 
before it could be heard. In the meantime solicitors who may 
think of going over to the United States to get up evidence, or do 
any other professional work for English clients, will do well to re- 
member the warning of our correspondent that they will be liable to 
be fined, and possibly “‘ sent back to the nation from which they 
come at the expense of the ship bringing them.” 





A Coxnzesrospest calls attention to the curious effect of the recent 
decision of Noxru,J.,in Re Harrison, Townson v. Harrison (43 Ch. 
D. 35), according to which a tenant for life who keeps down the pay- 
ments of an annuity out of the income of the estate may obtain a 
charge upon the estate which will entirely swallow up its value. 
In previous cases the question does not seem to have been worked 
out with sufficient precision for the results to be of much service. 
It must be premised that the annuity is not one payable, as is 

y case, out of rents and profite, but a debt of a 
testator which has become chargeable on his real estate. In 
Bulwer v. Astley (1 Ph. 422) the annuity was really only a 
security for money advanced, and it was held that it must be 
valued, and that the tenant for life must keep down the interest 


—<—= 
on the estimated value. It does not appear from this, however, 
how the actual amount of the annuity was tobe paid. In Pate 
v. Yates (28 Beav. 637) a testator, whose estate was liable to the pay. 
ment of a life annuity, devised real estate to a tenant for life. Here 
it was said that the past and growing payments of the aunuity must 
be apportioned between the value of the life estate and the value 
of the reversion. “The growiog payments of the annuity are 
nothing more than a succession of specialty debts, becoming due 
from year to year as long as the annuity laste, and each of those 
debts must be apportioned between the tenant for life and the 
reversioner.” The principle of apportionment was thus recog. 
nized, though the matter was complicated by the fact that the 
tenant for life was herself the annuitant, and no definite method 
was proposed for the actual discharge of the liability. Upon the 
same principle it appears to have been decided in Ae Muffett (39 
Ch. D. 534) that an annuity which was due as a debt from the 
testator’s estate should be treated as if capitalized and paid out of 
the corpus of the estate, and that the burden was to be borne 
between the tenant for life and the remaindermen in proportion to 
the value of their respective interests. In the present case, on 
the other hand, Mr. Justice Norru appears to have proceeded on 
the principle that, as the annuity was simply a series of debts 
chargeable on the estate, the tenant for life could not be liable for 
more than the interest on them—or, in other words, he was 
entitled to be reimbursed all payments made by him, though 
without interest. The way in which this mode of proceed- 
ing may exhaust the estate is clearly pointed out in our corre- 
spondent’s letter, and, as he says, the obvious plan, where the 
necessary power exists, is to raise by sale or mortgage a sufficient 
sum to buy up the annuity. In the case he puts, assuming the 
annuitant to be twenty years old, this would be about 4860, and 
the tenant for life would lose the interest on this sum, while the 
remainderman would ultimately get the estate diminished by the 
same amount. But, if there is no power to do this, it seems, upon 
the authority of the above cases, that each payment made by the 
tenant for life ought to be apportioned between him and the 
remainderman, and that he is only entitled to charge on the estate 
so much as falls to the remainderman’s share. At any rate, the 
method proposed by Mr. Justice Norra can hardly be correct. 





Ir 1s or often that a judge of the Chancery Division is called 
upon to deal with so many questions of evidence as arose before 
Mr. Justice Norru in the recent case of Burnaby v. Baillie (38 
W. R. 125, 42 Ch. D. 282). The action was brought by a husband, 
who had obtained a decree dissolving his marriage on the ground 
of his wife’s adultery, for a declaration that two of his wife’s 
children, though born before the date of the decree nisi, were 
illegitimate, having been begotten by the co-respondent in the 
divorce suit, and for a consequent variation of bis marriage settle- 
ment. One of the questions in the case related to the proof 
of the date of the birth of one of the children in France. The 
plaintiff tendered in evidence an official certificate of an entry 
in the register of births kept in the Mairie at Hyeres, and 
called a witness who had compared the copy of the entry with 
the original, and who swore that the copy was accurate, and 
who also stated that the original entry could not be removed 
from the Mairie. The defendant objected to this evidence on 
the authority of a statement in Taylor on Evidence (vol. 2, p. 
1328, 7th ed.) that copies of ‘‘ foreign and colonial registers ’’ are 
“admissible only on proof that they are required to be kept, 
either by the law of the country to which they belong, or by the 
law of this country.” Nonxrn, J., declined to admit the document 
under section 7 of Lord Braovonam’s Act (14 & 15 Vict. c. 99), 
cither as a “‘ judicial proceeding of any court of justico,’”’ or as a 
“‘legal document filed or deposited in any such court,” but he 
thought that the passage cited from Taylor on Evidence related 
only to ‘official iprunente which prove themselves,” 
and he held that the entry in the register might be proved by 
secondary evidence on proof that the register itself could not be 
removed, The same question appears to have been decided by the 
Court of Exchequer fifty-five years ago in the case of Alivon v. 
Furnival (1 C. M. & R. 277). Another question which arose was 
as to the admissibility of statements made by the alleged father of 
the illegitimate children, he having also been the co-respondent in 








the divorce suit. In arguing against the reception of this evidence 
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reliance was placed upon the general rule which excludes evidence 
of husbands and wives when tending to bastardize the issue of the 
marriage ; but Norra, J., admitted the declarations on the author- 
ity of the Aylesford Peerage case (11 App. Cas. 1) as evidence of 
conduct tending to shew that the declarant was the father of the 
children. It is to be observed that the rule has hitherto extended 
only to husbands and wives, and not to a person alleged to be the 
father of an illegitimate child by a married woman, and also that 
the question was only as to the admiesibility of the declaration, 
and not as to the competency of the declarant to give evidence. 
This latter distinction is clear from the decision of Norra, J., upon 
the next question, which arose out of an objection to the plain- 
tiff’s examination as a witness. It was argued by the plaintiff’s 
counsel that the Evidence Amendment Act, 1869 (32 & 33 
Vict. c. 68) renders “the parties to any proceeding instituted in 
consequence of adultery competent to give evidence in 
such proceeding,” a description which would apply to the present 
suit; that Re Rideout’s Trusts (L. R. 10 Eq. 41) decided that a 
husband’s evidence bastardizing his wife’s children was now admis- 
sible, subject to corroboration, and that such evidence was admitted 
by Hatt, V.C., in Re Yearwood’s Trusts (25 W. BR. 151, 5 
Ch. D. 545), but Nonrn, J., excluded the father’s evidence, on 
the authority of Nottingham Guardians v. Tomkinson (28 W. R. 
151, 4 ©. P. D. 348), where the Common Pleas Division 
held that proceedings taken by a board of ians to compel a 
father to maintain a child to which his wife had given birth, but 
which he alleged to be illegitimate, were not proceedings ‘‘ insti- 
tuted in consequence of adultery” within the meaning of the 
Act, and Grove, J., expressed an opinion that in Re Yearwood’s 
Trusts Hatt, V.C., had misapprehended the judgment of James, 
V.C., in Re Ridout’s Trusts; and of Re Walker (34 W. R. 95), 
where Kay, J., followed Nottingham Guardians v. Tomkinson, 
and laid down that the words “ proceedings instituted in con- 
sequence of adultery’ must be restricted to divorce suits. 





In comPLiance with a suggestion which has reached us from an 
eminent and learned member of the profession, that a statement 
of the current volume would conduce to the convenience of 
readers who note up cases reported in these columns, and also 
find it useful to keep a record of certain of the articles (as he is 
good enough to say he habitually does), we this week commence 
the practice of giving the number of the volume at the head of 
every alternate page. 








THE ARBITRATION ACT, 1889. 


In considering this Act (52 & 53 Vict. c. 49), which amends and 
consolidates the enactments relating to arbitration, it will be con- 
venient to enumerate first the different methods of reference 
hitherto in existence. These are voluntary or compulsory. The 
former have long been recognized at common law, and have also 
been the subject of statutory regulation ; the latter are due to the 
Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, and the Judicature Act, 1873. 

I.—Voluntary references.—These may depend upon an agree- 
ment to submit matters of present or future dispute to arbitration 
where there is no actual litigation pending, or they may take place 
under the order of a court or a judge made with the consent of the 
parties in the course of an action. Hence we have again a two- 
fold division. 

(.) Submissions made out of court.—With regard to these the 
main question to be considered is whether the award can be made a 
rule of court. Originally, as the whole matter depended merely on 
the contrect of the parties, the courts had nothing to do with it 
until an action on the contract brought it within their cognizance, 
but this was altered by 9 Will. 3, 0. 15. which provided that an 
award might be made a rule of court where an agreement to that 
effect was contained in the submission. After this, in cases to 
which the Act applied, the award became enforceable by process 
for contempt, and further efficacy was given to submissions of this 
nature by 3 & 4 Will. 4,0. 42. Bysection 39 the powers of arbitrators 
appointed under them could not be revoked without leave of a court 
or a judge, and sections 40 and 41 made provision for the attend- 
ance of persons and the production of documents, and also, in certain 
cases, for the examination of witnesses on oath. It must be noticed 


that these sections only applied where the submission expressly 
said that the award might be made a rule of court, but an important 
change in the policy of the above statute was made by section 17 of 
the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854. This shifted the indication 
of intention, and provided thatany agreement or submission to arbitra- 
tion, whether made by deed or other instrument in writing, might, 
in the absence of a contrary intention being expressed, be made a 
rule of court. It is probable that section 7 of the same Act 
extended aiso the operation of sections 40 and 41 of 3 & 4 Will. 4, 
c. 42, so as to make the provisions as to witnesses and documents 
applicable in all cases where the award might, under the new law, 
be made a rule of court, but this is not y clear (Russell on 
Arbitrations, p. 186). As to the arbitrators, they are usually 
chosen by the parties in accordance with the terms of the submis- 
sion, and provision for filling up vacancies, for failure to appoint, 
and for the appointment of an umpire was made by the Common 
Law Procedure Act, 1854, sections 12 to 14. But under the Judica- 
ture Act, 1884, s. 11, it might be stipulated in the submission that 
the reference should be to an official referee, and thereupon it became 
the duty of any official referee to whom application was made to settle 
any difference so agreed to be referred. Section 11 of the Common 
Lew Procedure Act, 1854, provided that a court or judge might 
stay proceedings if an action was commenced by one of the parties 
after an arbitration had been agreed upon. 

(s.) Submissions made in court—At common law the parties 
might by consent submit to a rule of court, a judge’s order, or an 
order made at Nist Prius for the reference of the cause to arbitration, 
and similar references might be made by the order of a court of 
equity. To cases at common law sections 39 to 41 of the statute 
3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, already referred to, with regard to the irrevoc- 
ability of the power of the arbitrator and the attendance of witnesses 
and production of documents, were applicable, but not to cases in 
equity: Hall v Ellis (9 Sim. 530). This, however, was probably 
changed by the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, s. 7 (Re 
Ricketts, 3 N. R. 56), or at any rate by the Judicature Acts: 
Olarbrough v Toothill(17 Ch. D. 787). Moreover, further facilities 
for reference were created by the Judicature Acts of 1873 and 
1884. By section 57 of the former, in any cause or matter before 
the High Court, with the consent of all parties interested who were 
under no disability, the court or a judge might order any question or 
issue of fact, or any question of account arising therein, to be tried 
before an official referee, or before a special referee to be agreed 
on between the parties. This provision, which authorized the refer- 
ence of only particular questions or issues, and left the ultimate 
judgment in the hands of the court (Longman v Fast, 3 C. P. D. 
142), was greatly extended by the Act of 1884. Section 9 of this 
enacted that, in cases similar to the above, the whole cause or 
matter might be referred to an official referee, who should have 
power to direct in what manner the judgment of the court should 
be entered, and to exercise the discretion of the court or judge as to 
costs. 

II.—Compulsory references.—These also are of two kinds. 
There may be a reference for inquiry and report merely, or a reference 
for trial. The practice in the former case does not depend entirely 
on modern legislation, for previously to this it was customary in the 
common law courts to refer to the master to report as to matters of 
discipline and similar questions, and in the Court of 
questions in a cause might be referred to chambers. But it was 
greatly extended by section 56 of the Judicature Act, 1873, which 
provided that any question arising in any cause or matter (other 
than a criminal proceeding by the Crown) might be referred for 
inquiry and report to any official or special referee, and the 
might be adopted wholly or partially by the court, and might, 
adopted, be enforced as a judgment. references for trial 
had their origin in the on Law Procedure Act, 1854, ¥ 
they were restricted to matters of account. Thus, under section 3, 
where the matter in dispute consisted wholly or in part of 
of mere account, whi waaas eagle —— i 
ordinary way, either party t y for a reference 
trator appointed by the parties, or to an officer of 
the ewesl wae to be enleecsehie ta the asm manner a: 
of a jury. This section could be made use of at an 
issuing of the writ. Seotion 6 conferred a similar 
judge himself at the trial, and matters of account ‘ 
not conveniently might, by his direction, be referred in 
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the Judicature Act, 1884, s. 10, the reference might also be to an 
official referee. An extension of these powers was made by section 
57 of the Judicature Act, 1873, to which we have already alluded 
in considering the case where the submission is made with the 
consent of the parties. Without such consent, in any cause or 
matter requiriug prolonged examination of documents or accounts, 
or any scientific or local investigations which cannot, in the opinion 
of a court or a judge, be conveniently made before a jury, or 
conducted by the court through its other ordinary officers, the 
cout or a judge might order any question or issue of fact, 
or any question of account arising therein, to be tried either 
before an official referee, or before a special referee to be 
agreed on by the parties. By section 58 the report of any referee 
upon any question of fact was to be equivalent to the verdict of a 
jury. It was decided in Longman v. East (3 C. P. D. 142) thas 
there was power under these sections to refer questions or issues of 
fact only, and not to transmit the cause itself for decision by the 
referee ; apparently, however, this could be done under R. 8. C., 
1883, ord. 36, r. 7, which came into force after the above decision, 
and which provided that the court or a judge might at any time 
order any cause, matter, or issue to be tried by an official referee 
or ial referee with or without assessors. 

Such appears to be the general result of the legislation 
hitherto in force as to references. It comprises the statutes 
9 Will. 3,c. 15; 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, ss. 39—41; the Common 
Law Procedure Act, 1854, ss. 3—17; the Judicature Act, 
1873, ss. 56—59; and the Judicature Act, 1884, ss. 9—11. 
The whole of these (with the exception of a part of the Judi- 
cature Act, 1873, s. 56, authorizing the High Court and Court 

-of A to call in the sid of assessors) are now repealed 
by section 26 of the present Act, provision being, of couree, 
made that the repeal sball not affect rights acquired, or duties or 
liabilities imposed or incurred, before the commencement of the 
Act, or any legal proceedings to ascertain or enforce such liabilities. 
The Act came into operation on the first day of the present month, 
but by section 25 it is not to affect any arbitration pending at its 
commencement, though it is to apply to arbitrations commenced 
after its commencement under agreements or orders made before 
its commencement. Its general effect is to reproduce in a greatly 
simplified form the legislation which is repealed, and though there 
are certain amendments which will increase the efficacy of sub- 
missions and the procedure under them, these do not appear to be 
numerous. The examination of the Act in detail we reserve for 
another week. 








SEPARATE ESTATE OF MARRIED WOMEN. 
I. 


Tue decision given by the Queen’s Bench Division in the recent 
important case of Leake v. Driffield (ante, p. 47), with regard to the 

estate of married women, to which case attention has 
already been called in these columns (ante p. 40, 41) renders it not 
inopportune at present to discuss, in some detail, what constitutes 
separate estate of a married women in respect of which she can 


That this subject is one of the very first importance to all who 
have dealings with married women is indisputable. For, whatever 
ree have been the real intention of the Legislature, it has been 

that the Married Women’s I’ y Acts do not enable a 
woman to render herself personally liable upon any contract 
enter into, and that she can only enter into a binding con- 
she has at the date thereof existing separate property 
; not restrained from anticipating: Re Shakespeare, 
inv. Lakin (33 W. kh. 744, 30 Ch. D. 169), Draycott v. 
ison (34 W. R. 546,17 Q. B. D. 147); and see Pike v. 
7 29 W. R. 
? , 23 Ch. D. 
her contracts, a 


5 

531, 17 Ch. D. 454) and King v. Lucas (31 

712). Not being personally liable in respect 
ied woman cannot, it would seem, be made 

of a committal order under section 5 of the Debtors 


869, as that enactment is limited in its application exclusively 
which the judgment debtor is under a personal obligation 
pay: per Marnrw, J., in Draycott v. Harrison (ubi supra), 
Seott v. Morley (36 W. BR 67,20 Q B D.120); but see Lx parte 
, Re Pellew (33 W. Kt. 573); 6. c. as Meager vy. Pellew 

(14 Q B. D. 972). 





Again, a judgment obtained on a contract against a married 
woman, who, though possessed of separate estate, is not carrying 
on a trade separately from her husband, is not an act of bankruptey 
under section 4 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, as it creates no 
personal liability at all, but is a mere judgment against her 
property: Re Gardiner, Ex parte Coulson (36 W. R. 142, 29 
Q. B. D. 249). Such a judgment can, however, be made the 
‘foundation of garnishee proceedings: Holtby v. Hodgson (W.N., 
1889, 186, 187). The existence of separate estate, at the date of 
the contract, being thus a condition precedent to the liability of a 
married woman, whenever a married woman is sued on her con- 
tract, the onus of proving that she was possessed of separate 
estate, when she entered into it, devolves upon the plaintiff; 
Palliser v. Gu (35 W.R 760,19 Q B. D. 519), Leake y, 
Driffield (W. N., 1889, 197). 

Moreover, the statement of claim should, in all cases, contain an 
allegation that the defendant has separate estate ; otherwise, in case 
default should be made in delivering a statement of defence, the 
plaintiff will be unable to obtain judgment against the married 
woman under ord. 27, r. 11, of the Supreme Court Rules: Tetley 
v. Griffith (36 W. R. 96, W. N., 1887, 218). A plaintiff who has 
recovered judgment against a married woman need not, however, 
prove the existence of separate estate at the date of the judgment 
in the case of proceedings taken to recover a debt contracted before 
coverture, though such evidence may perhaps be necessary as 
regards a debt contracted during coverture: Downe v. Fletcher (36 
W. R. 694, 21Q. B.D. 11). The form of a judgment against a 
married woman has been settled by the Court of Appeal; it 
always directs that the sum adjudged to be paid is payable out of 
her separate estate and not otherwise: Scott v. Morley (36 W. R. 
67, 20 Q. B. D. 120, 132). 

Having now briefly indicated how important to all who have deal- 
ings with married women is the subject to which the present 
article is devoted, we will proceed to consider, at some length, 
what property constitutes separate estate of a married woman 
which she can bind by her contracts, prefacing the discussion by a 
few words upon the origin of separate estate. 

Prior to the legislative recognition of separate estate of married 
women, courts of equity, through the medium of trusts, created 
for a married woman rights and interests in property, both real and 
personal, separate from and independent of her husband, and, to 
the extent of those rights and interests, acknowledged and enforced 
her power to alienate, contract, and enjoy: per Turner, LJ., in 
Johnson v. Gallagher (9 W. R. 506, 3 D. F. & J. 394), and see 
Picard v. Hine (18 W. BR. 75, 178, L. R. 5 Ch. 274), treating her 
as if she were a feme sole, both as regards her power of dealing 
with the property to which she was entitled to her separate use 
without restraint on anticipation, and also as regards the conse- 
quences on that property of her general dealings: Pike v. 
Fitzgibbon (29 W. R. 531, 17 Ch. D. 454, 465), but so that her 
engagements could only be made available against the separate 
estate she hed at the date of the engagement, and not as against 
property subsequently acquired by her: Pike v. Fitzgibbon (ubi 
supra). To adopt the qusiat expression of Jamxs, L.J., in Ash- 
worth v. Outram (25 W. R. 896, 5 Cb. D., at p. 941), ‘ the Court 
of Chancery (a very great court in its day, although it has now 
ceased to exist), invented that blessed word and thing ‘ the separate 
use of a married woman.’” Having invented it, the court never 
allowed its beneficial operation to be impeded or obstructed by 
mere technicalities. Accordingly, whenever it was necessary to 
give effect to the separate use of a married woman, the Court of 
Chancery did not scruple to make the husband a trustee of whatever 

roperty came to him in his marital right which ought to be so 
held : James, L.J , in Ashworth v. Outram (ubi supra). The 
legal right was not interfered with, but the husband was made a 
trustee for his wife. Thus, quite independently of the Married 
Women’s Property Acts, if a married woman were allowed by her 
husband to carry on or to continue to carry og a business for her own 
benefit, se ly from and independent of her husband, the latter 
was re by courts of equity, and would now be regarded by 
the High Court, as the trustee of the earnings and gains acquired 
by the wife out of that business and also of the stock-in-trade and 
capital: Ashworth v. Outram (25 W.R. 896,5 Ch. D. 923), Lovell 
v. Newton (27 W. R 366,4 C. P. D. 7), Re Dearmer, James ¥. 
Dearmer (53 L. T. 905). 


Such, in brief, being the origin of separate estate, the statute 
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law on the subject next claims our attention. Passing over the 
Divorce Act (20 & 21 Vict. c. 85) which makes certain property 

arate estate for the protection and in favour of a married 
woman who has been deserted by her husband (section 21) or 
who has obtained a judicial separation from him: (section 25; 
and see Nicol v. Nicol, 34 W. R 283, 31 Ch. D. 524), we come 
to the modern legislation on the subject of separate estate, which 
is contained in the Married Women’s Property Acts. To adopt a 

eral form of expression, it may be said, with truth, that the 
combined effect of those Acts has been to render all property 
possessed by a married woman, at the date of her marriage, or 
acquired by her during coverture, ‘‘ separate estate.” Thus, by 
yirtue of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1870 [which, 
except as to any act done or right acquired while it was in opera- 
tion, and as to legal proceedings connected therewith, is now 
repealed] the following kinds of property were converted into 
separate estate: namely (1) whatever a married woman acquired 
by her own industry and exertions in any occupation carried on by 
her separately from her husband (section 1); (2) deposits in 
savings banks in the name of a married woman and annuities 
granted to her under certain Acte of Parliament (section 2); (3) 
property in the funds, in a joint-stock company, and in any 
industrial, provident, friendly, building or loan society (sections 
3—5) ; (4) personal property coming to a married woman upon an 
intestacy or any sum of money not exceeding £200 which she 
took under any deed or will if unaffected by any settlement (section 
7): (5) the rents and profits of any real property devolving upon 
her as heiress owing to an intestacy (section 8); and (6) any 
policy of insurance effected by a married woman upon her own life 
or upon the life of her husband for her separate use, or effected by 
her husband expressly for her benefit (section 10). The Married 
Women’s Property Act, 1882, however, which may be regarded as 
a sort of Magna Charta of the property rights of married women, 
has effected much more sweeping changes than are to be found in 
the earlier Act. It provides that every woman married after the 
lst of January, 1883 (the date of the commencement of the Act), 


shall take as her separate estate all real and personal property | p 


howsoever and whensoever acquired by or devolving upon her, 
(section 2) while every woman married before that date is allowed 
to take, as separate estate, all real and personal property acquired 
by or devolving upon her after the Ist of January, 1883 (section 
6). Moreover, with regard to investments standing in the sole 
name of a married woman, or in her name jointly with any person 
or persons other than her husband, at the commencement of the Act, 
or which may thereafter be transferred into her name or into such 
joint names, the Act contains elaborate provisions which, sub- 
stantial!y, constitute all such investments prima facie her separate 
estate (sections 6—8). The Act likewise provides that the separate 
estate shall comprise any policy of insurance effected by a married 
women on her own life or on the life of her husband for her 
separate use, and also any policy effected by a husband on his own 
life and expressed to be for her benefit (section 11). 








Though the lawyers, says the Daily News, are wont to make, like the 
lotus-eaters, ‘‘ perpetual moan” over the 3p influences of 
reforms of law and procedure, Somerset House is still enabled to give a 
favourable account of legal wills. Thus the late Mr. Richard B aw, 
of Moorgates-street, was able last F sag to leave behind him in P sos way 
alone £156,747 ; while fourteen other solicitors who also died — the 

ear bequeathed amounts rising steadily from £14,000 up to £70,000. 

enty-one barristers who died last year shew even a better record. Mr. 
Moon left 309,000, Mr. John Walker £178,000, Mr. W. Morris £70,000, 
Mr. Surtees £52,464, Mr. Ince £19,784. 

The Daily Chronicle says that one of the most humorous episodes in con- 
nection with the railway rates inquiry came off on Wednesday at lunch 
time. A well-known solicitor, who watches the interests of, perhaps, the 
largest and most influential bodies of objectors retired to a well-deserved 
lunch with a friend in one of the side rooms of the hall. In carnest 
converse thoy fell to with vigour upon the tempting viands, noting but 
little the subsequent arrivals of hungry ‘‘inquirers.”” When at last the 
satisfaction of appetite allowed time to look around, it dawned upon 
them that the preponderance of railway officials and —- counsel was 
somewhat remarkable, and to the disturbance of their stion they 
learnt that they bad found their way, not to the public buffet, but to the 
special refectory of the railway champions. They could not flee, how- 
ever; for the massive form of the leading counsel for the North-Western 
blocked the way. ‘' Nay.’’ said Mr. Pope, QO., genially, ‘finish your 
lunch j, it ie cne of the oldest devices in the world to forage in the enemy's 
camp. 


REVIEWS. 
LAW OF EXECUTION. 


THe LAw oF EXECUTION IN THE HicgH CourT AND INFERIOR 
COURTS, INCLUDING THE Powers, DuTIES, AND LIABILITIES OF 
THE SHERIFF, THE HIGH BAILIFF, THE BISHOP, AND OTHER 
EXECUTIVE OrFicers. By T. Kerr ANDERSON, LL.B., Barrister- 
at-Law. Butterworths. 


In this elaborate book, containing more than 800 pages, Mr. 
Anderson has covered a very wide field, and he appears to have 
dealt very exhaustively with his subject. The matter is arranged 
under three main heads, Part L, esor me of ‘‘ Execution by means 
of the Sheriff or other Executive Officer,” Part II., of ‘‘ Execution by 
means of the Court,” and Part III., of ‘‘ Execution as regards the 
oe the judgment or order, and the status of the person 
affected.” 

Part I. consists of two divisions, the first, on execution against the 
person, including attachment and committal, committal under 
section 5 of the Debtors Act, 1869, and privilege from arrest; the 
second, a eee : same ing the writs of ji. = 

@ very full chapter, em ing in ), it, possession, an 
elivery, and execution by means of the Bishop de bonis ecclesiasticis. 
Part II. comprises attachment of debts (garnishee orders), charging 
orders on stock or shares, equitable execution, and writs — 
tion. Part III. discusses the modes of enforcing the di t 
kinds of orders, as orders to pay money to a person or into court, for 
recovery of lands or other specific property, and for the perform- 
ance of particular acts; execution i representatives, 
heirs or devisees, partners, corporations, &c.; execution with refer- 
ence to the different tribunals in bankruptcy, admiralty, divorce, 
lunacy, the Privy Council, ecclesiastical courts, county courts, and 
other inferior courts, as the Mayor’s Court, the Stannaries Court, &c. 
The county court practice and rules are duly given at the i 
places throughout the book. In an appendix (which would be more 
useful if a table of its contents were added) we find forms of direc- 
tions to sheriffs, a useful list (at p. 631) of the districts and parishes 
within the county of London, the Sheriffs Act, 1887, and other 
statutes, rules, and forms of writs and returus thereto. 

We observe that Mr. Anderson is of opinion (pp. 381, 382) that a 
urchaser is not affected by notice of calnanhanies enh i 
under the Land © &c., Act, 1888. We agree with his con- 
clusion as to the effect of section 6 of that Act, but the reasoning by 
which he supports it seems to be very questionable. We should 
prefer to rest it on the use of the word ‘‘ void”’ in the section, which 
in this respect differs from the language of earlier Acts in pari 
materia. See Gooch’s case (5 Rep. 60 (b) ) as to the effect of the word 
** void” in the 27 Eliz. c. 4. 

The author has evidently been at great pains to collect all the 
cases, and in citing them his footnotes give references to all the 
reports. This plan has a advantage in point of convenience 
over that of giving the additional references once for all in the table 
of cases ; although it, no doubt, makes no small addition to size 
of the book. The text appears to contain a considerable amount of 
needless repetition, and particularly we find sections 
out in full several times over, where cross-references should suffice ; 
but this is the only serious fault we have discovered in a book which 
wie, te ous eutins Sep Sane Cees See oer 
officers of county and other courts, as well as to branches of the 
legal profession, and especially to solicitors. 
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OATHS, 


OATHS AND AFFIRMATIONS IN GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND ; 
BEING A CoLLECTION oF STATUTES, CASES, AND FORMS, WITH 
NoTEs AND PracricaL DIRgcTIONS, FOR THE USE oF CoMMIS- 
SIONERS FOR OATHS, AND OF ALL Courts oF Crvit PROCEDURE 
AND OFFICES ATTACHED THERETO, [IN SvccEsston TO BRAITH- 
WAITES OATHS], By Francis A. STRINGER, of the Central Office, 
Supreme Court of Judicature. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The Oaths Act, 1888, and the Commissioners for Oaths Act, 1889, 
require a commentary, and Mr. Stringer undertakes in the present 
work to trace out the ical effect of these statutes upon the 
position and powers of existing commissioners; the procedure 
necessary to obtain commissions, and the ice of 
oaths and taking affirmations . We think that the 
verdict will be that he has sati fulfilled his task. The 
extent to which Mr, Braithwaite’s book been remodelled and 
added to will be seen by a comparison of the tables of contents. 
The work is now divided into two parts, relating respectively to 
‘* Appointment and Powers of Commissioners for Oaths * 
ministering Oaths and takin ” In the firet part 





the 
author considers, first of all, effect of the recent Act upon the 
\ position of existing commissioners, and then proceeds to the 
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sp ointment of commissioners under the Act. Here we have a full 
and ‘practical statement of the procedure necessary to obtain a 
commission both in England and Ireland. Next follows a section 
on the pcwers of commissioners for oaths. Upon this subject Mr. 
Stringer discusses a doubt, which we had not previously heard of, 
whether the words of the Act of last year are not wide enough to 
authorize a commissioner for oaths to take acknowledgments of 
married women. He is clear that no such power is conferred. 
This part concludes with a section on the duration of commis- 
sions. Chapter 1 of part 2 relates to witnesses giving documentary 
evidence, and deals fully with the subjects of interested commissioners ; 
before whom affidavits may be sworn in and out of England; the 
formal requirements common to all affidavits and affirmations; the 
mode of swearing affidavits, with forms ; affirmations, with forms ; and 
filing affidavits in the Supreme Court. The following chapter is 
devoted to vivd voce evidence in court and elsewhere, and jurors. 
The Commissioners for Oaths Act, 1889, with a summary of repeals 
thereunder, and the Oaths Act, 1888, are printed in an appendix. We 
observe that at p. 42 Mr. Stringer says that ‘‘ the proper designa- 
tion of a commissioner under the general powers conferred by the 
Commissioners for Oaths Act, 1889, is ‘a commissioner for oaths’ ” ; 
this opinion being based on the form of commission under the Act, 
which rts to appoint the commissioner ‘to be a commissioner 
for ” We do not gather whether Mr. Stringer is here referring 
only to commissioners appointed under that Act. He properly points 
out that if the document sworn to or attested before the commissioner 
is for use out of England, the description should be ‘‘ commissioner 
for oaths in England.” The book appears to be prepared with great 
care, and will be indispensable to all commissioners. 


INTERNATIONAL LAW. 


ELEMENTS OF INTERNATIONAL Law. By HENRY WHEATON, LL.D. 
THirD ENGLisH EDITION. EDITED WITH NOTES, AND AN 
APPENDIX OF STATUTES AND TREATIES, BRINGING THE WORK 
DOWN TO THE PRESENT Time. By A. C. Boyp, LL.B., Barris- 
ter-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The last English edition of this work was published in 1880, and 
since that time, the editor says in his present preface, ‘‘ no events of 
paramount importance to international law have taken place, unless 
the periodical eruptions of that never-extinct volcano, the Eastern 

i can be so considered.” ‘‘ Nevertheless,” he continues, 

** this edition has required very careful revising and extensive altera- 

tions, owing to the numerous points of secondary interest that have 

arisen, and which are recorded in the usual sources of information, 
such as diplomatic correspondence, judicial decisions, and so forth.’’ 

The task which Mr. Boyd has thus set before himself has been care- 

fully fulfilled, and the present volume adequately brings down to the 

most recent times the work of the great American jurist. A 

certain amount of space has been saved by excluding from the 

notes the quotations from previous authors that were formerly 
given, while, at the same time, the general appearance of the 
has been improved and the size of the type increased. 

As before, the original text of Wheaton is preserved intact, or 

nearly so, and the sections which have been added to it are dis- 





by being printed in smaller type. Most of these, also, 
bave been preserved unaltered from the previous editions ; but useful 
additions will be found at page 55, where recent events in Egypt are 
discussed ; at psges 109—114, which deal with the condition of Bul- 
garia, Eastern Roumelia, Servia, and Greece since the Berlin Treaty ; ! 


work. In the first place an excellent index has been added, enabling 
the reader, by an ingenious arrangement of type, to turn at once to 
the page where any item in a bill of costs relating to p ings in 
any court isto be found. In the next place the precedents in the 
Chan Division have been arranged under the heads of actions, 
originating summonses, petitions and miscellaneous. Precedents of 
costs in the Queen’s Bench Division in cases where the amount re. 
covered is less than £50, and precedents of costs on the equity side of 
the county courts, are now given. The whole work has been revised 
and it is stated that 44 precedents have been added. The convey- 
ancing costs in particular are carefully adapted to the decisions un 
the Remuneration Order. In a note at p. 454 the editor refers to 
the difference of practice in the taxing masters’ offices as to whether 
requisitions and answers and conditions of sale come within the terms 
**deeds, wills, and other documents,” for which a charge of two 
shillings per folio would be allowed. 





CHITTY’S INDEX, 


Cuitty's INDEX TO ALL THE REPORTED OASES DECIDED IN THE 
SEVERAL CouRTS OF EQuITY IN ENGLAND, THE Privy Councm, 
AND THE HovsE or LORDS; WITH A SELECTION OF IRISH CASEs 
ON OR RELATING TO THE PRINCIPLES, PLEADING, AND PRACTICE 
OF EQuITY AND BANKRUPTCY FROM THE EARLIEST PERIOD. The 
Fourts EpIrion, wholly revised, re-classified, and brought down 
to the end of the year 1883. By Henry Epwarp Hirst, B.O.L., 
M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Vol 9. Stevens & Sons (Limited); Sweet 
& Maxwell (Limited). 


We have to announce the completion of this valuable work by a 
volume exclusively devoted to the index to names of cases. Refer- 
ences are given to the paragraphs as well as pages, and by the 
mention at the foot of each page of the number of: the page with 
ape volume commences, the reader is enabled at once to select 

s volume. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE TRUST INVESTMENT ACT, 1889. 
[T'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—The cases of the Manchester Royal Infirmary, Dispensary, 
and Lunatic Hospital and the National Permanent Mutual Benefit 
Building Society (ante, p. 142), upon which you comment in last 
week’s issue, should be carefully considered for another reason 
besides that for which you call attention so them. 

In the former case the judge held, according to the report of the 
case in the SoticrTors’ JOURNAL of the 28th of December, that the 
Act did not confer upon the corporation (whom the judge had just 
before defined to be trustees) the power of selling existing securities 
and investing the proceeds in securities authorized by section 3 of the 
Trust Investment Act, 1889, but only enlarged the class of securities 
in which the corporation could invest moneys in their hands. It may 
be that these remarks had application only to the case before the 
court, but this does not appear from the report, and if they are to be 
applied generally, the decision reduces the usefulness of the Act to an 
inconsiderable quantity, unless trustees can, in spite of the decision 
and outside the Act, safely effect a sale of existing securities, and 
then, by virtue of the Act, reinvest the proceeds in one or other of the 
securities authorized by section 3. Can one, however, safely advise 


and at peges 307—313, where the author treats of the position of | this? 


= Angee = of the mead and Panama Canals. 

y incorporated, especially in the lengthy note on 
national character and domicile (p. 233). The additions to the 
sppendix consist of the International Convention for securing the 
free navigation of the Suez Canal, 1888, and the General Act of the 
Conference of Berlin, 1885. Apart from the above matters, the work 
bears numerous marks of the care with which it has been revised, 
and no pains have been spared to make this edition worthy of the 
reputation of the original treatise. 


COSTS. 

PRECEDENTS oF Brits or Costs in THE CHANCERY, QUEEN’s BENCH, 
Propate, Divorce, AND ADMIRALTY Divisions ory THE Hiau 
Court or Justice; 1x Lunacy; Crows Orrice; BANKRUPTCY; 
THE Privy Covunci..; ARBITRATIONS UNDER THE LANDS CLAUSES 
Comsotipation Act ; THE Mayor’s Court, Lonpon ; roe Counry | 
Courts; ConvevaNcine; PropaTEs AND ADMINISTRATIONS; AND 
OM PASSING ResIDUARY AND Succession ACCOUNTS; WITH SCALES 
OF ALLOWANCES AND CounT Fexs; Rutes or Covet, &c. By 
Wists aes ee and THORNTON TooGoon, 

6 IxXTH Epirion. HORNTON Tooaoon, Solicitor. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). e 


There are several new features in the present edition of this standard 


Recent cases 








The judgment seems to interpret the expression ‘‘ trust funds” in 
the 3rd section as meaning cash, an interpretation which I submit 
the ex ion cannot bear in section 5. 

As the matter seems to me of importance, I hope you will find 
space to ventilate it either by publishing this letter or in some other 
way. J. C, PATTESON. 

16, Finsbury-circus, E.C., Jan. 9. 

[See observations under the head of ‘‘ Current Topics.” —Ep. S.J.] 





RE HARRISON. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—An interesting puzzle—arithmetical rather thaua legal—is 
contained in the recent case of Re Harrison, Townson v. Harrison, re- 
aay in the January number of the Law Reports (Chancery Division 

. 05 ° 

Stated shortly, it is this: A freehold estate is subject to a life 
annuity. The owner of the estate by his will devises it to A. for life 
with remainder to B. How ought the annuity to be dealt with as 
between A. and B.? Mr, Justice North’s decision was that A, the 
tenant for life, must pay the annuity as it becomes due, and that he 
should have a charge upon the estate for the amounts from time to 
time so paid, but without interest thereon. 
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I cannot see any principle upon which this decision was based, and 

it appears to me, if I may venture to say so, to have been arrived at 
per incuriam. icles 

I will shew my objection to it by way of illustration. 

Blackacre brings in a rental of £100 a year, and is of the capital 
yalue of £2,000, It is charged with a life annuity of £50. The 
owner devises it to A. for life, with remainder to B. The annuitant 
dies forty years after the testator, A. being still alive. According 
to Mr. Justice North’s decision, A. will in each year receive £100, 

et £50, and pay the remaining £50 to the annuitant, taking a 
upon the estate for the amount so paid. 

What is the state of affairs when the aunuitant dies—forty years 
after the testator? Why A.’s charge in respect of the annuity paid 
by him amounts to £2,000 (£50 + 40)—that is to say, the full value 
of the estate. So that A., having had an income out of the estate 
of £50 a year for forty years, then becomes entitled to the whole 
estate, and the unfortunate remainderman takes nothing whatever. 

Mr. Justice North says :—‘‘ At the end of a year a payment of the 
annuity will become due. . If the rights of the parties were 
worked out strictly, it might be n to sell a sufficient part of 
the estate.” . . . ‘*Thesame thing in principle would have to 
be done at the end of each year, so long as the annuitant was livin 
to receive his annuity. But I do not think the tenant for life is 
entitled to have the estate sold bit by bit in that way.” This 
plan, which is suggested as a more “strict” way of working out 
the matter, is, of course, open to the same kind of objection as 
that I have stated above, only that, in the case supposed, at the end 
of the forty years the estate would have oy altogether, and 
there would be nothing further left for either tenant for life or 
remainderman. 

I do not gather very clearly from the report of the case what were 
the solutions propounded by the respective counsel who addressed 
the court. If there were power to deal with the property by sale or 
mortgage, the obvious plan would be to raise a sufficient sum to pur- 
chase an annuity of equal amount and duration to that on 
the estate. Butif for any reason this were impracticable, the case 
would certainly be perplexing. One thing is, I think, clear: that, 
in order to avoid the disastrous results I have indicated, only a part 
of each payment must be chargeable against the inheritance, and the 
proportion so chargeable must decrease from year to year. 

I would suggest the following as a reasonable scheme. At the end 
of the first year let the tenant for life on paying the annuity have a 
charge for the amount paid, less one year’s interest thereon. At the 
end of the second year let him have a further charge for ons year’s 
annuity, less two years’ interest thereon. At the end of the third 
year a further charge of one year’s annuity, less three years’ interest 
thereon ; and so forth. 

It is strange that a question which one would suppose to be of not 
infrequent occurrence seems to have been, prior to the recent decision, 
so destitute of authority. W. H.W. 


[See ‘Current Topics.”—Ep. S.J.] 








LAW SOCIETIES. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, on Wednesday, the 8th 
inst., Mr. G. Burrow Gregory in the chair. The other directors present 
were Messrs. W. Beriah Brook, H. Morten Ootton, J. H. Kays, H 
Roscoe, Sidney Smith, R. W. Tweedie, Frederic T. Woolbert, and J. T. 
Scott, secretary. A sum of £200 was distributed in grants of relisf, three 
new —— were admitted to the association, and other general business 
was transacted. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
THE HILARY BAR EXAMINATION. 


The real and personal property paper, which was printed in extenso in 
a recent issue, calls for little special comment. Perhaps the second 
question, as it is so very wide—‘‘ Mention the various cases in which an 
estate in lands may be made to vest by virtue of a statute or statutory 
authority ’’—would be a difficult one to obtain full marks for an answer. 
It is observable that only one question deals with personal property. 
The common law paper commenced with a question involving the County 
Courts Act, 1888, and consisted of three questions on practice, three on 
contracts, three on torts, and part of a fourth also, one on landlord and 
tenant, while one question wholly, and part of another, dealt with 
criminal law. The equity paper was as easy a test as we have seen in 
this subject for some time. (Questions 7 and 8, dealing with ership 
matters, are rather too closely connected, and a candidate who had not 
carefully read the whole of his paper through would be inclined to involve 


ht to have satisfied fairly-read 
ccomned guste canister eh thi length of 


candidate. Some grumb 
the vivd voce questions ; of course y q are more 
on paper, still students must remember that in future they 


’ 
may have lengthy questions put verbally by a client, 
apprehension is a necessary dualification for successful 


LIVERPOOL LAW STUDENTS’ ASSOCIATION. 


The following are extracts from the annual report of the committee of 
this association :— 
ere — ise ay ay 29 any earpbare Bove Some 
elected, ve > we ceased to members in pursuance of 
rule 8, and? have flied. There are, therefore, now 424 members on the 

pared with 425 at the close of last year; of this number 38 
— ann, 262 are solicitora, 8 are bar stndents, and 116 are articled 
erks. 

Enoch Harvey Prize.—The poutions of the Liverpool Law Society on 
this occasion announced tbe foundation of a new prize for Liverpool law 
students, to be called the “ Enoch Prize.”’ The of the 
foundation of this prize will be of interest not only to the members of this 
association but to all members of the legal 


i 


present him with a testimonial as an acknow! t of 
tion of the very valuable services he had 
On this coming to the knowledge of Mr. Harvey he requested that, instead 
of a testimonial to himself, the ——- subscribed should be devoted to 
founding another annual - for the Purpose 
of law among the clerks of Liverpool. oo ae Se 
done, and the terms of the gift were embodied in a trust deed. By 
treme of he it Soe, which is to consist of books purchased with 
the interest of the invested. fund, is ited 
Liverpool law student wh: 
distinction in the first class at the solicitors’ final examination. 
Meetings of the association and debates.— 
year eight meetings of the association were (exclasive of the annual 
meeting), the average attendance at which was twenty-five, and the 
average number of speakers at debates — Daring the second session 
six meetings were held, the average a being twenty-rix, and the 
average number of speakers being eight. Your committee very much 
regret that more members of the association do not avail themselves of the 
advantages afforded by the debates. Having regard to the number of law 
students who are members of the association, the number of those attend- 
ing and taking part in the debates is extremely small. After a 
careful consideration of the question, your committee ved to try 
effect of providing tea and coffee in the room used for law 
library before the debates, with a view to making debates 
sociable and convenient, and the results have, to a 
extent, justified the experiment. The fact that the a at 
—— aa is so small is owing to the exceedingly poor 
attendance at the first few meetings of that session. It is to be regretted 
that the number of speakers still continues so very small. 
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LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES, 


Law Srupents’ Dssatinc Socrsty.—Jan. 7th—Mr. E. J. O. page be 
the chair.—The debate, ‘‘ That the coaely Gamay guess the 
advanced by Malthus and others in recent years ee the 
population and marriage questions,” was opened . Mr. E. in the 
affirmative. He was —— by Messrs. Marsh 
opposed by Messrs. F -Pattinson and C. R. Bowles. 
replied for Mr. Todd, and on a division the motion was negatived by a 
majority of three. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 
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for several years he had a leading busi 


Without any pretensions to eloquence, he was an able and dexterous advo- 
vate, balng geesemned of much tact and humour. He received a patent 
ot precedence in 1878, this being the only 
since the passing of the Judicature Acts, but he had for several years 
ceased to practice. He was the author of a treatise on “* The Law as to 
Warrants of Attorney.” He was an hon 
Temple, and he was master of the Saddlers Company for the current year. 
Mr. Joun Baxsr, solicitor, of Ilminster, Somerset, died on Christmas 
Eve Mr. Baker was one of the oldest practi 
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the answer to question 8 in his answer to question 7. The specific per- 
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offices of clerk to the justices, Commissioners of Taxes, and Highway 
Board. Two of his sons, Mr. M. B. Baker and Mr. J. OC. Baker, 
adopted the law as their profession, and are in practice at Ilminster. 


Mr. Atrrep Lear, solicitor and notary, of 44, Mosley-street, Manches- 
ter, died at his residence, Leaf-square, Pendleton, on the 30th ult. in his 
fifty-seventh year. Mr. Leaf, who belonged toafamily which had been settled 
in the neighbourhood of Manchester for about two centuries, was admitted 
a solicitor in 1855, and in 1861 became a partner in the firm of Ounliffes 
& Bury, which had, by itself and its predecessors, carried on business in 
Manchester since the latter part of the preceding century, having been 
founded by Mr. George Duckworth, father of the late Mr. Wiliam Duck- 
worth, who was his successor in business, and the head of the well-known 
firm of Duckworth & Denison. In 1862 the firm became Cunliffe & Leaf, 
and in 1874, Cunliffe, Leaf, & Co. Mr. Leaf soon acquired a very exten- 
sive business. He was always ready to devote himself unsparingly to the 
interests of his clients, most of whom became his personal friends, and his 
genial manners and never-failing fund of humour endeared him to all 
who came in contact with him. He took great interest in the affairs of the 
profession, and had been a member of the Manchester Law Atsociation for 
many years, and held the office of president of that body in 1882. He 
was also interested in the volunteer movement, and was for rome time a 
— in the 2nd Manchester Regiment, and subsequently major in the 

ment. A few years ago he was appointed a justice of the 
peace for the borough of Salford, in which his family had resided for 
several generations. In the year 1888 he left the firm of Ounliffe, Leaf, 
& Co., and removed to 44, Mosley-street, where he carried on business 
alone till the time of his death. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


The Hon, Tuomas Henry Witi1am Petuam has been appointed Legal 
Adviser to the Board of Agriculture. Mr. Pelham is the third son of the 
third Earl of Chichester. He was educated at Eton and Trinity College, 
Cambridge, where he graduated in the second class of the law tripos in 
1869. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple ia Trinity Term, 
1871, and he formerly practised on the South-Eastern Circuit. He has 
been advieer to the Agricultural Department of the Privy Council, 
ye ~~ ~ a boundary commissioner under the Redistribution of Seats 

ct, ‘ 


Mr. Cuarizs Woop, barrister, has been appointed Resident Legal Ad- 
viser to the Board of Agriculture. Mr. Wood is the third son of Mr. 
John Wood, solicitor, of York. He was educated at Trinity College, 
Cambridge. He was called tothe bar at the Inner Temple in Easter 
Term, 1853, and he formerly practised in the Court of Chancery. He 
was appointed an assistant tithe and inclosure commissioner in 1864, and 
an assistant land commissioner in 1878. He was chairman of the 
Epping Forest Commission. 


Mr. Joun Onzery, solicitor (of the firm of Hallett, Oreery, & Welldon), 
of Ashford, bas been appointed registrar of the Ashford County Court 
(Circuit No, 49), on the resignation of Mr. Leslie Creery. Mr. J. Oreery 
was admitted a solicitor in 1883. Mr. J. Creery has also succeeded Mr. 
L. Oreery as Clerk to the county magistrates at Ashford. 


Mr. Joun Wri118 Bunn, barrister, who has been elected Chairman of 
the Cardiganshire Quarter Sessions, on the resignation of Mr. Charles 
Marshall Griffith, Q.C., is the second son of Mr. John Walpole Willis, 
barrister, and assumed the additional name of Bund by royal licence. 
He was educated at Caius Oollege, Cambridge, where he graduated in the 
first class of the law tripos, and as Chancellor’s Legal Medallist in 1864. 
He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1869, and he 

in the Ohancery Division. He was Professor of Oonstitutional 
Law st University College, London, from 1869 tall 1882, and Lecturer in 
Law at University College, Bristol, from 1877 till 1579, and he is a magis- 
trate for Worcestershire. 


Mr. Ernest Mawoesiey, solicitor, of Swansea, has been elected Town 
Clerk of the borough of Dewsbury, in succession to Mr. Trevor Casswell 
Edwards, - Mr. Mawdesley was admitted a solicitor in 1883. 
He has been for several years deputy town clerk of Swansea. 


His Honour Judge Barzer has been appointed a Magistrate for Derby- 


Sir Warren Grorce Frawx Pumiimonz, Bart., D.O.L., has been 
appointed a Magistrate for Oxfordshire, 

Mr. Ricnarp Osnony Canpy, soliciter, of 89, Chancery-lane, W.C., and 

, Sarrey, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 


Mr. Artuur Witutam A’Becxert, barrister, has been appointed 
Private Secretary to the Under-Secretary of State for War. Mr. 
A’ Beckett is mg son of Mr. pa per oe of yy many ames 
Metropolitan Po agistrate. was to the at Gray’s-inn 
in Easter Term, 1582. 7 


Mr. Joun Hexzry Cooxz, solicitor, of Northwich, Middlewich, and 
Winsford, has been appointed Secretary to the Eddisbury, Crewe, and 
Northwich Liberal Unionist Association. Mr. Cooke is the econ of Mr. 
John Uooke, solicitor. He was admitted in 1870. 


Mer. Wiiu1ax Meicu Goovman, Chief Justice of British Honduras, who 
has been —as Attorney-General for the colony of Hong Kong, in 
succession to Mr. Kdward Loughlin O'Malley, who has been appointed 
Chief Justice of the Straita Settlements, is the fourth son of Mr. Samuel 
Robert Goodman, of Brighton. HeisaB A. of the University of London 








——$_$<_——= 
He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1879 
and he was formerly a member of the South-Eastern Circuit. He way 
Attorney-General of British Honduras from 1883 till 1886, when he wa 
appointed Chief Justice of that colony. 


The Hon. Romesu Oxunper Mirrse, senior puisne judge of the High 
Oourt of Judicature at Calcutta, has received the honour of Knighthood, 


Mr. Ricuarp Epwarp Weruey, solicitor, of Middlesborough, Redcar 
and Coatham, has been appointed a Notary Public. , 


Mr. Joun Oorxins Baxer, solicitor, of Ilminster, has been appoint: 
Clerk to the county magistrates at that place, in succession to his father, 
od a Mr. John Baker. Mr. J. O. Baker was admitted a solicitor jy 


Mr. Henry Lypz Oaunrsr, solicitor, of Liskeard, has been elected Town 
Olerk of that borough. Mr. Caunter was sdmitted a solicitor in 1888, 
He is in partnership with his father, Mr. Henry Caunter, who is clerk to 
the borough magistrates. 


Sir Joun Onoxer Barnow, Bart., has been a _ hor gare a Magistrate for 

the county of Kent. Sir J. Barrow is the eldest son of Sir George 

Barrow. He succeeded to the baronetcy on his father’s death in 1876. He 

was educated at Trinity Oollege, Oxford. He was called to the bar at 

Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1869, and he is a member of the South- 

— Circuit. Sir J. Barrow is also a magistrate for the Cinque 
orts. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIP. 


DissoLvutions. 

Atrrep Bricut, Avcustus Fespertck Warr, Haroitp Dinewatr 
Barzson, and Watter Epwarp Barsson, solicitors (Bateson, Bright, & 
Warr), Liverpool. So far as regards the said Alfred Bright, who retiree. 
Dec. 31. 


Joun Francis Letcu Orare and Frank Suetpon McMasrsr, solicitors, 
Liverpool. Dec. 30. : 


Joun Watts Davizs and Francis Witu1am Srvzss, solicitors (J. Wallis 
Davies & Stubbs), Colwyn Bay and Abergele. Dec. 1. 


Grorce Henry Knicut, Aucustus Atrrep ARrnoLp, Gzorce Kercu er 
Essett, and Epwarp Lowruer Baxgr, solicitors (Kuight, Arnold, 
Essell, & Baker), Rochester. So far as the said George Henry Knight is 
concerned. June 30. The said Augustus Alfred Arnold, George 
Ketchley Essell, and Edward Lowther Baker will carry on the business 
of the said late firm under the style of Arnold, Essell, & Baker. 


Josuva Pepiey and Joun Bartuert, solicitors (Pedley & Bartlett), 23, 
Bush-lane, Cannon-street, London, E.C. Dec. 31. 


Wim Puetrs, Henry Wuattey Wooprorpz, and Henry Rosert 
Bruxner, solicitors (Phelps, Woodforde, & Oo.), 14, Red Lion-square, 
London. Dec 31. 


Georcs CorrLestong Rice and Joun Frank Rows, solicitors, 62, Lin« 
coln’s-inn-fields, London. Dec. 7. [ Gazette, Jan. 3. 


Epwarp Lasurorp Oave and Joun Roserr Barey, solicitors, Brom- 
yard, Hereford. Dec 21. 


Joun Davys Onapock and Tuomas Joun Wess, solicitors (Cradock & 
Webb), Loughborough. Jan. 2. The business will hereafter be carried 
on by the said Thomas John Webb. 


Wituiam Henry Gitt and Harry Purews, solicitors (Gill & Plews), 
Wakefield. Dec. 31. The said business will be carried on by the said 
Henry Plews in Barstow-square and King-street, Wakefield. 

[ Gazette, Jan. 7. 


Wut Hing-Haycock aud Epwarp Joun Baipeman, solicitors (Hine- 
Haycock & Bridgman), 4, Oollege-hill, Cannon-street. The said 
Ww Hine-Haycock retires from practice. The said Edward Join 
Bridgman will carry on the business in conjunction with Roger Henry 
Willcocks, LL.B. (who removes from 31, Great George-street, West- 
minster), at 4, Oollege-hill aforesaid. e style of the firm will be 
Bridgman & Willcocks. 


GENERAL, 


The Recorder of Bristol, Mr. Charles G. Prideaux, telegraphed that a 
violent attack of Russian influenza had prevented his undertaking the 
journey to Bristol to preside at the quarter sessions. As it was too late 
to communicate with counsel, solicitors, and all connected with the trials, 
the authorities obtained a deputy and telegraphed to the recorder to con- 
firm his appointment, but the recorder ref , and the whole proceedings 
of the quarter sessions were postponed sine die. 


By the death, says the Times, which took place recently, of Mr. A 
Bowden, for many years chief usher in the Probate and Divorce Court, 
those whom business or curiosity have taken to Probate Court I. will miss 
a familiar . Mr. Bowden received his - intment from the 
late Sir Oresswell Oresswell at the formation of the Divorce Court in 1858, 
since when he has been present at every cause célcbre heard in that court. 
He was in daily attendance during the protracted sittings in connection 
with the Special Commission. Mr. Bowden was in his seventy-seventh 
year. 


The following are the arrangements made by the Judges of the Queen’s 
Bench Division for constitu og their during the ensuing year 
Hilary Sittings, viz. :—There will be four courte titting in Banc, th» first 
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of which will be formed of Justices Denman and Wills; the second will be 
gomsposed of Mr. Baron Pollock and Mr. Justice Hawkins; the third of 
Justices Cave and A. L. Smith; and the fourth of Justices Grantham and 
Charles. Six courts wil! sit to try special and common jury cases and 
causes to be tried without juries, the judges being Lord Ohief Justice 
Coleridge, Mr. Baron Huddleston, and Justices Field, Manisty, Stephen, 
and Mathew. Mr. Justice Day will be the judge in attendance at chambers 
during the sittings. 

The “ Reminiscences’’ of Mr. Montagu Williams, Q.0., which will be 
issued in a week or two by Meserr. Macmillan, will, says the Daily News, 
contain some interesting disclosures. It is stated that, in dealing with 
the case of Madame Rachel, the advocate will give particulars of a tran- 
saction which, in order that a scandal might be avoided, was kept out of 
court at the time. An extremely curious letter, written by Lefroy while 
jn prison awaiting his trial, will also be placed before the reader in fac- 
simile. The document, it seems, came into Mr. Montagu Williams’ hands 
with the instructions he received to defend the accused, and has never 
been made public. Another feature of special interest in the book should 
be the account given by the author of the circumstances of his declining 
the brief in the Tichborne case afterwards handed to Dr. Kenealy, Q.C. 


The London correspondent of the Manchester Guardian says that the 
new regulation with respect to the call of solicitors to the bar has now 
assumed the following final shape :—A solicitor will be eligible for call to 
the bar on simply passing the final bar examination, provided that he has 
been five years in practice, that he produces a certificate from the In- 
corporated Law Society that he is a fit person to be called to the bar, and 
that he gives twelve months’ notice to each of the four inns of court of 
his desire to be called. A solicitor need relinquish practice as such only 
immediately before call tothe bar. The subject will be finally considered 
by the Oouncil of Legal Education on Saturday next, and will be 
then settled as sketched above. It will not be possible for any 
ag hs be called to the bar under the new regulation before Easter 
Term, ; 


Mr. Frederick Mead writes a long letter to the Times on the question of 
Criminal Appeal. He concludes that ‘‘upon the whole it certainly 
appears that the question of a verdict being against the weight of evidence 
and of a reasonable doubt should be still left to the Home Secretary, who 
is not required to give reasons or lay down principles as a court of justice 
would have to do, and whose advice to her Majesty is founded upon mercy 
as well as justice. In all such cases he can now call to his aid any 
judicial or scientific assistance he may in his discretion think fit, and 
although, no doubt, his responsibility is extremely heavy, can any better 
course be devised? Suggestions have been made that an ultimate court 
should be constituted, of which the Home Secretary should be a member, 
but would judicial duties be compatible with his position as an executive 
Minister of the Crown? Moreover, however strong a court of appeal 
may be, it would not supersede the Home Secretary in his ministerial 
capacity. A popular agitation in favour of a prisoner would have to be 
suspended during the hearing of the case by the court of a 1, but it 
would break forth afresh as soon as an unfavourable decision n given, 
so that in any case the appeal to the Queen through the Home Secretary 
would not be abolished, but merely removed to a later stage.’’ 


At the Marlborough-street police court on Wednesday, Henry Gray, a 
genealogical bookseller, was summoned by the Rev. Thomas Major Rees, 
vicar of Owm, Flintshire, for unlawfully detaining a manuscript on vellum, 
‘‘consisting of a true note and terrier of the glebe lands and tithes signed 
by the miuister and principal inhabitants of the village of Cwm in the year 
1781, and the germ and burial register of the years 1791 to 1812.” 
Mr. Arthur Gill, barrister, who prosecuted on behalf of the Treasury, said 
that the summons had been taken out under the section of the Police Act 
which provided that in all cases where goods were unlawfully detained 
the magistrate had the power to order them to be delivered up. The docu- 
ment in question consisted of abont 40 p bound in rough calf, and 
there could be no doubt as to its identity. “The matter at issue was one of 
title. He contended that under the Act of Parliament dealing with the 
subject the manuscript belonged to the parish of Cwm, and that Mr. Gray 
had no legal title to it, no matter under what circumstances it came into 
his possession. The Rev. T. M. Rees deposed that the registers of the 
parish of Own were — from the year 1730 up to the present time 
with the exception of the one dating from 1791 to 1812. Ue missed the 
register in question about three years 9g, when a man called upon him 
about a birth in the year 1810. About four weeks ago he received infor- 
mation that the register was in the ession of the defendant and was 
advertised in a catalogue for sale. After other evidence had been given 
Mr. Hannay said he would make an order for the defendant to give up the 
document or to pay the value of it—three guineas. ‘I advise him,’’ said 
the magistrate, ‘‘ to give it to the complainant, as if he refuses an action 
will be brought against him in another court which will put him to great 
expense, No doubt much might be said in favour of the defendant, but 
on the whole I think this book is a description of Preerty to which he 
cannot have acquired a title, even by paying for it. © document is an 
historical document, and undoubtedly bel to the to which it 
refers.” Mr. Gray said that after what he had heard from the learned 
magistrate he would hand the register to Mr. Rees, 








A Goop InvasTMENT.—To purchase a house by a small deposit and a monthly 

ent of from 5s. to 10s. in addition to the rent (for a period only), is one of 

© safest and best investments to make, It requires but a small expenditure 
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COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota CF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 








Date APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
. No. 2 Kay. CuITTyY. 
Monday, Jan. Mr. Ward Mr. Rolt 
day Pemberton Farmer 
Ward Rolt 
Pemberton Farmer 
Ward Rolt 
Pemberton Farmer 
’ Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
NokRTH. le 
Mon PO. .<adescscciaws 13 . Carrington Mr, Beal Mr. Jackson 
4 Lavie Pugh Clowes 
Carrington Beal Jackson 
a 
Jackson 
Lavie Pugh wes 











WINDING UP NOTICES. 
Inondon Gaxzette.—FRIDAY, Jan. 3. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Patent Latu, SPLINT, AND MatcH SyNnpIcaTs, LiwirED—Petn for winding up, 
resented Dec 30, directed to be heard before Kay, J, on Jan 18 Mathews & 
rowne, Cannon st, solors for petner 

SELBY BREWING AND WINE Co, LuwiTED—Creditors are required, on or before 

d their names and addressees, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Tom Gibson Hawdon, a, Anderson, Y ork, solor for hquidators 
itors are required, on or before Jan 15, to 
send their names and addresses, and their debts or claims, to 
Tom Gibson Hawdon, Selby Anderson, York, solor for liquidators 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

East HUNTINGDONSHIRE WaTER Oo—Petn for winding poasentod Jan 2 
directed to be heard before North, J, on Jan 18 Maskell, Gt ames st, Bedford 
row, agent for Cranfield, St Ives, petners’ solor 

London Gazette.—_TUESDAY, Jan. 7. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
KI=LxIvaN MINES (QUEENSLAND), LIM(T&D —Petn for winding up, presented Jan 


4, directed to be heard before Kay, J, on , Janis Snell & Co, George 
st, Mansion House, solors for petners 
THE BucktncHaM ExLxcrric LIGHT AND Powgk Suppty Co, Luurrsp - Creditors 


are required, on or before March 15, to send tbeir names and addresses, and 
_ a of their debts or claims, to Henry Thorpe, 18, Chandos rd, 
ui am 
THE WORTHING CoFFEE TAVERN Co, are required, on or 
before Jan 20, to send their names add: and 
debts or claims, to Mr Charles Fibbens, 4, South View ter, West Worthing 
Green, Worthing. solor for liquidator 
West CHESHIRE Datry Co, —Petn for winding up, presented Jan 2, 
directed to be heard before Chitty, J, on Saturday, Jan 18 Bird, St Bride’s 
avenue, Fleet st, agent for Lisle, Nantwich, solor for petners 
ILLIs’s Rooms. Limrrgp —By an order oe A, OY dated Dec 27, it was 
ordered that the company be wound up Ni & Queen st, Cheapside, 
eolors for petners 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Hutt Street Tramways Co—Chitty, J, has fixed Thnrsday, Jan 16, at 12, at his 
chambers, for the appoiutmest of an official liquidator 


FRIENDLY SOCLETIES DISSOLVED. 
BURNLEY WESLEYAN FRIENDLY Socrery, Wesleyan Schoolroom, Red Lion st, 


Burnley, Lancaster Jan 3 
CAPITAL AND COUNTIES PROVIDENT AND ENDOWMENT SOCIETY, 11, Finsbary sq 


J 
Cuwraar sp PROVINCIAL INDUSTRIAL ASSURANCE FRISNDLY Society, 10, New 
an? 
U! BETHMAROOBOTH, Ancient Order of Foresters Friendly Society, Baptist 
Sch Queensbury, York Jan4 
Court THOMAS WHITE, Branch of the Ancient Order of Foresters, Brewer 
and Baker Ion, Kast st, ey Cores , Warwick Jan 3 
ty poe SOcrEetTy, Ranex ot Strand Jan? - 
ForssTeas Royat Lopa@s SocieTy, Dolphin Ion, Newbury, Berks Dec 
FRIENDLY SoOcrgty, s Arms Hotel, Kenilworth, Warwick Jan 2 
GUERNSEY PERMANENT CE FRIGNDLY SocreTy, Belie Vue House, Roo- 
quettes, Guernsey Jan 2? 
J\yeman Gocents, in congestion with the Essex Hall Provident Society, Essex 
Strand Jan 
> County FRIENDLY SIcK AND Buatiat Socrery, 23, Pembroke pl, 


AND PRo' Sick BENEFIT AND LIFE ASSURANJE FRIENDLY SocrsTY 
11, Grocers’ Hall ct, Poultry Jan2 
Lon AND STAFFORDSHIRE BENBFIT BUSIAL AND MEDICAL AID SocrEry, 18, 
Pall Mall, Hanley, Stafford Jan 2 
D EQuImTvaBLE FRIENDLY BugiaL Society, 122, Constitution hill, Bir- 
mingham Jan? 
Muroat AccipENTAL Alp FRrenpcy Socirgry. %, Furnival st Jan 2 
NEWION AbBSOT AND NEWTON BUSHELL Man's ANNUITANT Socrgry, Seven Stars 
Hotel, Newton Bushell, Devon Jan 2 
- —~ SELF-HELP SICK AND Buaiat Bensrit Socrery, 4, Broad st bidgs 


2 
Nonoowvoaaist TSMPERANCE AND GENERAL PROVIDENT LystTrITUPION, 58, Lom- 


bard st Jan 2 
PROVIDENT ey ey Soomry. Memorial Hall, Farringdon st Jan 2 


STAFFORDSHIRE SICK KENBFIT SOCIETY, 41, Church st, Darlaston, Stafford Jan 2 
Sr 3 ayes ont, SICK AND BURIAL FRIENDLY Moctarr, 141, Wavertree rd, 
an 
UNI0N DLY Socrery, 520, Rochdale rd, Manchester Jan 2 
Unrry Proaesssive Lirg As§URANCE AND SICK BENEFIT Socrery, 69, High st, 
Longton, Stoke upon Trent Jan 2? 
WIbowW AND OrPHANS’ Society, Lichfield, Stafford Deo 30 
Ls 1 rae INDUSTRIAL FRIENDLY SOCIETY, Queen bidgs, Church st, Sheffield 
an 
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Camberwell New rd, Surre 


Brooke v pean 
Daxpiac, HENRY Earp AYLMER, 
v Dalbiac, Stirling. — J Gordon, Bedford row 
Farmer, Wr1iaM, Rotherwas, Dinedor. a 
Chitty, J. Corner & Corner, Hereford 
LD, West Derby, Lancs, M.D. Feb 1. 
J ones, Tot ohn st, Bedford row 





Hrrcencocs, Joun, Horle 
ling, J. Metcalfe, 


» Oxford, Gent. Jan 29. 
urnival’s inn 


Last Day oF CLAIM. 


Bolton le Moors 


Serjeant’s inn, Chancery lane 
BuRPIiItT 

Mere and Shaftesbury 
QOLARK, JANE MaRTIN, West Hartlepool. 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette—TUESDAY, Jan, 3 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ATKINSON, Epwakrs, late of Malden, Surrey. Club 
rietor High Court Pet Dec1i Ord Dec 31 
BaRNsLEY. BAgztaLI. West Bromwich. MHaulier 
West Bromwich Pet Dec20 Ord Dee 30 
Cons, Epwarp WILLIAM, Regent st High Court 
Pet Novs Ord Mec 31 
Davis. THomas, Ferndale. he Grocer Ponty- 
pridd Pet Dec13 Ord Dec3 
ware, CHARLES. Ranelagh rd. Park avenue, Wood 
qoceee ~ seaoe Driver 
Ord Jani 
Hakprison, Ropert, Attleborough, Norfolk, Farmer 
Norwich Pet Dec30 Ord Dec 30 
HOLLAND, Epwin. New Bond st, 179 of Singing | 
High Court Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 
HvuauHeEs. Richarp ERNEST, Birmiogham, Painter 
Birmingham PetJani Ord Jani 
Hynes, CHARLES ag ae py Greengrocee | 
Portsmouth Pet Dec 3t Ord Dec 3 
JaMEs, WitL1amM, Pembroke Dock, Builder Pem- 
broke Dock Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 
Jones, WILLIAM AMBROSE. vanger, Cabinet Maker 
Bangor Pet Jani Ord Jan 
HEwnry, Bow In. Soaeel Merchant High 
Court Pet Dec9 Ord Jani 
OOD. ELIZABETH, Kukburton, nr Huddersfield, 
Dyer Huddersfield Pet Jani OrdJani 
Ropekt, York vl, St_George’s in the East, 
ne High Cours PetJani Ord 
‘an 
ABSHALL, ROBERT EDWARD, Nuneaton, Warwick- 
~~ Solicitor Coventry Pet Nov 12 Ord 


Mnazn, E HENRY WILLIAM, Fenton. Staffs, Potter’s 
Foreman Stoke upon Trent Pet Dec 30 Ord 


Morrzy, Moses, Northiam, 
Hast: Ord Dec 23 

Moraax. Joun, and Gzorce Morcan, Wolverhamp- | 
ton, ,- Wolverhampton Pet Dec 30 Ord | 


Owzn, Puitir, Skewen, nr Neath, = Boot 
Dealer Neath Pet Dec 31 31 Ord Dec 3 
Parry, Henry, Capel Curig, ~~ Grocer 
Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 3 
Pavey, Wir, Frees, Dostindher Ports- 
mouth Pet Dec 20 Dec 30 
PuHILiirs, ALBAN, Treforest, Glam, Grocer Ponty- | 
Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec % 
Puenocx, Gzorce James Frewin, Bish rd, ene, 
Cheesemonger d Dec 31 Ord 


Brentfor 
Dec 31 
. EDGAR Brics#. North Denes, Gt Yarmouth, 
Pawnbroker’s Assistant Gt Yarmouth Pet Jan 
1 OrdJani 
Mascnseve, Bacuanp Hicaers, —* nr — 
port, Liverpool Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 
Rogissow, Frepericx, Aston tenn Bet ae tN 
Ae a Grinder Birmicgham Pet Jan 1 
Rupxin, Tuomas, Newgate st, late Licensed Vic- 
tualler High Court Pet Dec®#® Ord Dec ui 
SricmTHamM, Gerorce, Coverdale, Yorks, Geneect 
Dealer —_—— Pet Dec %4 Ord Dec 
Svurriz_p, Katz, Birmingham, Milliner Birming- 
ham PetJani Ord Jani 
Oru Janis, St Mawes, Cornwall, Innkeeper Truro 
Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 
Symzs. some Jaume, Hig! h st, Camden Town, Pro- 
vision Merchant High Court Pet Dec 31 Ord 


Sussex, Farmer 


Penapeent,. Gent High Court pet'Deo #0 Ord 





NOTICES. 
UNDER ‘ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 


London Gazette.—TUEBSDAY, ‘Dee. 24. 
—— Gaonce. 6 Stroud, near Egham, Farmer. Jan 20. Perring v Attfield, 


ey 
Brooxe, ; JOHN, OH ooblitte Grange. Leighton Buzzard, Paper Manufacturer. Jan 
21. ee J. Kinneir, Swindon 
Durrington, near Worthing. Jan20. Habin 
Jan 20. 


Dyke v Owen, Kekewich, J. 


Innion Gaszette.—FRIDAY, Dec. 27. 
Whitton v Hitchcock, Stir- 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 


London Gazette,—FRIDAY, Dec. 27. 
BARLOW. JAMES, Brisbane, Queensland, Mercantile Clerk. June 1. 
BARRETT. GEORGE, Speke rd, Battersea, Stone Mason. 
, FREDERICK, Zeals, Mere, Wilts, Yeoman, Jan 31. 
Jan6. Bell & Son, West Hartlepool 


Edmonton Pet Jan 1 | 


gincourt rd, | Macey, Exrtza Earzs, Kilburn lan 


, Bishopsgate 
Bn, 


Farmer v Farmer, Blake, Crewkerne 


Dudle: 


ins, Ros 
Samedon Collins, Ross 


—— 
‘OLUTTERBUCE, ANN, Stroud, Glos. Feb1. Witchell & Son, Stroud 7 


CrROsBIE, HENRY COLBURN, Knighton Park rd, Sydenh sf 
toms. Jan 31. @. F. Hudson & Co, Queen Vi fetoria a mareiete: 
GORNALL, JOHN, Claughton, Lancs, Gent. 


am, ALBERT, Houndsditch, Cap Manufacturer. Jan 14. Levirton, 


ICHARD, nr Liverpool, Horticultural Engineer. Feb 1. 
Hrgst, JOHN, Roaches-in- Mossley, Chester, Innkeeper. Jan 25. Hyde, M 


Hotmes, Tuomas, Portsea. Hants, Fitter in Ports th 
Cousins & Burbidge, Portsmouth en ere Feb, 
Lys, THomas. Crewkerne, Somerset, Builder. 


MEREDITH, Ds cmnae BRADFORD, Dudley, 


M. Cy 
Feb1. Clark t Oo, Lancaster 


Devonshin 
Pride, Li 





Jan 2%. J. & W. B. Sparkes ; 
Licensed Victualler. Jan 28. Wan, 


PERKINS, REGINALD, Gym -> ueensland 
Bow churchyd, Cheap: ° Q e » Commission Agent. Feb 10. Slag, 


er nee, St Charles my Notting Hill. March 4. Shaen & Co, Bedtoy 
Presson, JOSEPHINE FELICITE, Bath. Jan 31. Stone & Co, Bath 

PLOWMAN, HALLEY, York, Gent. Feb 10. Cobb, York 

TOMLIN, SILVANUS, Brewer st, Pimlico, Gent. Jan 14, Butcher, Old Jewry 
TRAFFORD, THOMAS, Walford, nr Ross, Herefordshire, 


c'arm Bailiff. Jang 








Feb 1. Cordwell, Old 
Rutter & Rutter, 





from The Sani 








TURNER, WALTER, Stalham, Norfolk, Builder Nor- 


wich_PetJan1 Ord Jani 
TYRER, WILLIAM WALTER LAVERSEDGE, Southsea, 
late Hotel Proprietor Newport and Ryde Pet 
Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 
VERGETTF, EDWARD, the elder, Peterborough, retired 
Clothier Peterborough Pet Dec30 Ord Dec 30 
WILErnson, THomas, Exning, Suffolk, Gasworks 
Manager Cambridge Pet Dec 3t Ord Dec 31 
Wri1aMs. Witt1aM, Ramsgate, Brewer Uanter- 
bury Pet Dec381 Ord Dec 31 
Witson, Ropert, Batrow in Furness, Fruiterer 
Barrow in Furness Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 30 
Witson, WILLIAM CamM, and BENJAMIN BEELEY 
Bootu, Norton Wooaseats, Derbyshire, Builders 
Sheftield Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 
A aed Dealer 


WOOLLISCROFT, JESSE, Liverpool, 
Liverpool Pet Dec 31 Ord Dec 
Wvratt, W. E, Globe st, Great el st, Canister 
Manufacturer High Court Pet Dec 13 Ord 
ec 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Boyre, WiLu1AM. Merthyr Tydfil, Draper Jan 10 at 
12 Off , Merthyr Tydfil 

CROMACE. JOHN, Leeds, ae Deal Furniture Maker 
Jan i3at11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

EVERDEN, WILLIAM PRESTON CAMPBELL, Cannon st, 
Accountant Jan 15 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Forp, GeorGE Rosert, Beaconsfield rd, St Mar- 
garet’s, Twickenham, Carver Jan 13 at11 No 
16 Room. 30 & 31, St Swithin’s lane 

FRANKLIN, JOHN VEASEY, West Brighton, Solicitor 
Jan 14at12 Off Ree, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

FREELAND, WILLIAM, wail, Carrey Farmer Jan 10 
at3 119. Victoria st, Westminste 

GARDNER, JOHN, Whitton, Commercial Clerk Jan 
13 at 12 No16 Room, 30 and 31. St Swithin’s lane 

GIFFORD, WALTER G, late Stanhope grdns, Queen’s 

ate, late Officerin H.M.Army Jani4at12 33, 
arey 9 st, Lincoln’s inn 
Giuson. W: ee am. Builder Jan 10 at 11.30 
16, Wood st, Bo! 

GwaATEIN, ft JOHN CAMPBELL, King st, St. 
James’ 8, Solicitor Jan 14 at 2.30 383, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn 

HARBISON, ROBsRT. Attleborough, Norfolk, Farmer 
Jan 11 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Hart, THomas, Heaton N nes, Pharma- 
ceutical Chemist Jan 10 at 12,30 Off Rec, County 
chmbrs, Market pl, Stockport 

| H1vron, TARLOTTE, Isize avenue, Belsize pk, 
Boarding house keeper Jani6ati1 33, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn 

Hopees, Wir11aAM, Colwall, Migpenidine, late 
Farmer Jan 11 at 10 Off Rec, Worcester 

Hynes, CHARLES EDWARD, Southsea, Greengrocer 
Jani3at5 166, Queen st, Portsea 

Irwin, WILLIAM FLEET, Gt Yarmouth, Baker Jan 
11at12 Off Rec, _— st, Norwic 

OWES. CHARLES THOM bury, Harefordahire, 

Cider Merchant my 11 at 11.80 Off Rec, Wor- 


Kew, i Hana, B Rotherham, Confectioner Jan 14 at 
11.30 Off Ree, Figtree lane, Sheffield 

LEE, GEORGE HENRY, Sheffield, late de re 
mE Off Rec, Figtree lane, Sh 

Henry. Sheffield, ee) Hole = - at 11 

Ott Figtree lane, Sheffield 

Lewis, RoBERT, Marsbchapel, eye Farmer Jan 
15 at11 Off Rec, 3, Haven me Ss: Gt Gri: moby 

Lockwoop, E.izaABETH. Kirkburton, Huddersfield, 
Dyer Jan 15 at 3 Tiegh t "bon, Solicitors, New 
st, Huddersfield 

Lona, Hewrny Jacon, igpeesten, Cabinet Maker 


Jan 11 atii Off Rec, W. 
qouned Vistualies Sam 19 at 18.90" "Yomee 2 Gen, 
an 13 a 

Pank bldngs, Hastings 





Jan 


WABNING TO INTENDING HOUSE PURCHASERS & LESSEES. —Before 
— a house have theSanitary arrangementsthoroughly examine 
itary Engineering & Ventilation Co., 65, late 115, Victoria- st, 

minster (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation of Offices, &c. — ape] 





urchasing o 
by au 
est. 


MEDCALF, WILLIAM HERBERT, Victoria Dock rj, 
Butcher’s Manager Jan 15 at 11 33, Carey g, 
Livcoln’s inn fields 

MITCHELL, JOHN CHARLES, Hertford rd, Lowe 
Edmonton, Butcher Jan 15 at 12 33, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Morris, RicHarp, Gloucester, Cabiret Manuta. 
ae a Jan ti at 3 Off Rec, 15, King 

Pavey, Louis — Portsea, Bootmaker Ja 
13 at4.30 166, Queen st, Portsea 

PERRY, WitL1aM THURSTON, Aldenham st, St Pa 
cras, Licensed Victualler Jan 16 at 2.30 &, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

PovuLttTor, CHARLES, Ips +-_et Fen Water Man 
facturer Jan 10 atl 1215 Off Rec Ipswich 

SaLt, GeorGE, Clink st, aninas Wharfinger 
Jan 14 at 12 enwegey bldogs, Portugal s, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

SHARPLES, RICHARD, Blackburn, J podies Jan 10 at 

O ec, 25, Colmore row, Birmingham 
heffield, Cattle Dealer Jan 14a 
In, Sheffield 

SmirH, ALEXANDER CLARK, Spa rd, Bermondsey, 
Leather Dresser Jan 14 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Lincolo’s inn 

Spiers, ALFRED, Lechlade, Glos, Licensed Victualler 
Jan 10 at12 Off Rec, 32, High st, Swindon 

THOMPSON, ALFRED, East Mol eb Surrey, Grocer 
Jan 10 oot t1 Oannon st, Hote! 

TYRER, WILLIAM WALTER a South 

late Hotel Proprietor Jan i1 at 12 Holy 

chmbrs, re I.W. 


Sippons, WAuLTasr, 8 
10.30 Off 


mae, © ER, Stalham, , mee Builder Jantt 
ati ff Ree, & 8, King st, Norwi wich 
Wane Henry, Chorlton upon Medlock, Man- 


cbmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

WEALE, Witr1amM EpWwarp, Mopson’s cross, Rock, 
Worcs, late Farmer Jan 11 at 10.30 Off Ree, 
Worcester 

WELLMAN. HARRY, o ." Pd Kilburn, R 
monger Jan 15 at Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Lincoln’s ion 


| WELLS, EpwARD ARTHUR, Portsmouth, Grocer Jan 


13 at3.30 166, Queen st, Portsea 
HITEHEAD, B., Mark In, Merchant Jan 16 ati2 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 


WILEINSON, THomas, Exning, Suffolk, Gasworks 
Manager Jan 16 at 1.80 White Hart Hotel, 
Newmarket 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


App. yf me al ArTHuRk Henry, Preston on Tees, Dar- 
late Lieut. in the 18th Hussars Stockton 
on ees and Middleborough Pet Nov 21 Ord 


Barziwal, West Bromwich, Haulier 
West Bromwich Pet Dec 28 Ord Jani 

BRADSHAW. —_ LAWRENCE, Bristol, Flour Mer- 
chant Bristo! et Dec 


23 Ord Dec 30 
Capes, aa. a JOHN WILLIAM OLARKE, 
pi 


, Leices, Hosiery Manufacturers Leicester 
17 Ord Dec 31 

Grinson, WILLIAM, aaewem, Builder Bolton Pet 

Novi5 Ord Dec 


Har, & CHARLES. Hanclagh rd, Park avenue, Wood 
$ . seep, C y eoes Driver Edmonton Pet Jan 1 
r 


HAgrrison, RoBErt, Attleborough, jhettele, Farmer 
Norwich Pet Dec# Ord Dec 

Horgan, Bow Epwin, New Bond st, Teacher of Singing 
High Court Pet Dec3t Ord Dec 31 

Hynes, OHARLES EDWARD, a Fruiteret 
Portamouth Pet Dec 31 Ord De 

Jacueom. Grorak, East Gr tngtend. “sussex Tun- 

ge Wells Pet Aug9 Ord De 

aametieen W., Hove, Sussex, Gent Brighton 

Pet Dec 3 Ord Dec at 
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‘chasi 
7 aU on 


a ADvr) 


Man- 
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Wilton rd, Pimlico, Aucti So: Lav: Prestonville, Brighton, Club Pro- RICE, THOMAS, Frome, Frome, Somerset, Saddler Jan 22 at 
Lewin, WALPOL mr 00, uctioneer MERS, Vv. w ‘an 
High Court Pet Oct 25 Ord Dec prietor Brighton Ord Jan 3 12.15 a eT oom Bristol 
LocKWOOD, E.izaBEtTH, Kirkburton, <* Hudders- | Stuart, Percy, Sheffiel Builder Sheffield Gt Yarmouth, 
field, Dyer Huddersfield ee Jani Ord Jant Pet Jan2 Ord Jan 2 Powubess aselteaut gan 18 at 12 Off Ree, 8, 
yacey, Exiza Eatzs, Kilburn lane, Kilburn, Li- | SWEETING m ts0gARE erriby Sluice, Lincs, Licensed King st, Ni 
aa Victualler Hastings Pet Nov23 Ord Victualler Gt Grimsby Pet Jani Ord Jant RossITge, Flint st, Walworth, Sawdust 
TEAGUE. HENRY, Newport, Mon, Draper Newport *, oe 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
pues. *TENRY WILL1AM, Fenton, Staffs, Potter’s Pet Dec 23 Ord Jan 2 inn 
pooemen Stoke upon Trent Pet Dec 30 Ord | TiceHURST, WILLIAM Mak, Grays, Essex, pubcher's ScuprHam, Joun, 8 Juaction, Cab Driver 
Dec 30 aS ——— Bet Jan? Ord Jan Jan 2% at 11.80 Off High 
MORGAN, JOHN, and GkoRGE MorGAn, Wolverhamp- | Topp, W. GeanGs, Bradford, As one Mer- | SLIGHTHAM, Coyne. Coverdale orks, General 
ton, seseeee Wolverhampton Pet Dec 30 Ord chant witigh Court Bet Nov 25 Ord Jan 2 Dealer Jan 16 at 11 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, 
| Neath, Glam, Boot Deal VN otte Baker gy, ~ S- -B, Rate oy rents | a Btidlesborou chmbrs, London wall, Hosier 
Owen, PHILIP, Skewen, nr Nea m, Boo er oO 4 e' an wer on 
Neath Pet Dec31 Ord Dec 31 Jan Jan 17 at 2,30 Lincoln’s inn 


Pavey, LOUIS Ly may 
ot og Pont 
an, Trefores am, Grocer Ponty- 

Pamidd’ Pet Dec 80. Ord Dec30 . 

PRESSLER, CHARLES, peeing, | Foemuten Desler 
Manchester Pet Nov 28 Ord D 

ROBINSON, pane, | Salisbury crt, Fleet st, Editor of 
= aay < es High Court Pet Sept 6 Ord 

Rust, CHARLES WILLIAM, Kingston upon Hull, Iron 
Merchant, Kingston upon Hull Pet Nov 27 
Ord Dec 30 


LES, RICHARD, a. Jeweller Black- 


ec 
SLIGHTHAM, GEORGE, aes ee Yorks, General 
Dealer eriyelerten p 8 Dec 24 Ord Dec 24 
SpreRs, ALFRED, d Vi 
Swindon PetJani 1800 
ian Milliner Birming- 


a Fout, St ime gin ‘Corawall, Innkeeper Truro 
orm et Deed) Ord D 
Tarry, A E, Bath Bath Pet Nov 15 Ord Dec 30 


THOMPSON, ALFRED, East Molesey, Surrey, Grocer 
Kingston Pet Dec23 Ord Dec 31 

TURNER, WALTER, ou, +) tananes Builder Nor- 
wich PetJani OrdJanti 

WiILtiaM WALTER LIVERSIDGE, Southsea, 

late Hotel Proprietor Newport and Ryde Pet 
Dec 28 Ord Dec 30 

VERGETTE, EDWARD, sen, Peterborough, retired 
Clothier Peterborough Pet Dec 80 Ord Dec 30 

Witkinson, THomas, Exning, Suffolk, Gas Works 

r Cambridge Pet Dec 31 ‘Ord Jan 1 

Wuson, ROBERT, Barrow in Furness, Fruiterer 
Barrow in Furness Pet Dec30 Ord Dec 30 

Wuson, WittIaM CAmMM, and BENJAMIN BEELEY 
Boot, Norton Woodseats, 7 jane Builders 

Sheffield Pet Dec 30 Ord Dec 


London Gagette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 7, 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Breck, Tom BvuRFIELD, Hereford, 
Hereford Pet Jan 4 Ord Jan 4 
BRANDON, JOHN, sapien, Beds, Greengrocer Luton 
Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 
HAMBERS, JOSEPH, Port Carlisle, Innkeeper Carlisle 
Pet Jan4 Ord Jan 
CoorER, WILLIAM, and Warren OoorER, Manchester, 
ee Merch M Pet Jan 2 Ord 


postees, Bootmaker Ports- 








Watchmaker 





Jan 
Cesows, JouN, Pinchingthorpe, Yorks, Farmer 
pny Dh on Tees and Miidlesborough Pet Jan 
re 
CRAVES, JOHN JOSEPH, Barrow in Furness, Piano- 
f 7 pemeal Barrowin Furness Pet Jani Ord 


CREED, Guonaz, Norton Piecegren, Somerset, Baker 
Taunton Pet Dec3i Ord J: 
Aartmay, BRANCEER, 


DEAN, JOHN, and JAMES 
Liv ap Olas Caeeeents Liverpool Pet Jan 3 


DUNNING, NATHAN JOHN, Melbourne, Derbyshire, 
censed Victualler Derby Pet Jan 1 Ord 


Jan 1 
GREEN, Guonea Tomas, Upper Thames st, Glass 
Merchant High Court Pet Dec é Ord Jan3 
GRIFFI¢, _ e Queen Victoria st, Vivil 
Engineer High Court Pet Deci6 Ord Jan4 
HAMILTON, CHARLES, New st, Bishopsgate st, Com- 
sa Clerk High Oourt Pet Jan 2 Ord 


Jan 

HENDERSON, Hagry A., formerly Gt Portland st 
High Court Pet Dec13 Ord Jan 3 

HUnrT:ER, Lerdenhall st High Court Pet 
Dec7 Ord Jan3 

Jotty, W. H., Canning Town, Essex, Saree Builder 
High Gourt Pet Deci8 Ord Jan 

JOHNSTONE, . J. Horz, the Hotel Metropole, 
Gharing - eee Gent High Court Pet Nov 14 

2 


0 
NEgD, FREDERICK, Royal Lesmiagton Spa, Baker 
Warwick PetJan2 Ord Jan 
Parr, ELLEN, Nottingham, spear Licensed Vic- 
tualler Nottingham PetJan2 Ord Jan2 
Pavey, OHARLES, puilifarvance, Romneseet, Hawker 
Taunton Pet Jan3 Ord Jan 3 
Pearson, WALTER, and RICHARD MARTIN PEARSON, 
Soe ey Fishourers Gt Grimsby Pet Jan 2 
Paanson, WILLIAM, Liverpool, Financier Liverpool 
Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan 3 
Prices, Tuomas, Frome, Somerset, Saddler rome 
et Jan2 Ord Jan 
CEETT, THOMAS, Southampton, Baker Southamp- 
ton PetJan3 Ord Jan 
Savixp, Want “HougaxD Haslemere, Surrey, 
Guildford and Godalming 
Pet Jani Onis yy 


BOvrmAM, foun, iy ag Ont 3 Kent, Cab 


3 
WILLIAMSON, THOMAS, Hereford, Domerpetiedtaay 
Dealer Hereford’ Pet Jan4 Ord J; 

WittuMs, RicHaep, Oswestry, Salop, , of 
Retreshment House Wrexham Pet Dec 31 
Wunson, THomas, Rattiesden, Suffolk, Miller Bury 

St Edmunds PetJan2 Ord Jan2 

WYVILL, ARTHUR JOHN, Not ication, Wine Mer- 
chant Nottingham PetDec31 Ord Jan3 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


APPLETON, — Henry, Preston on Tees, 
] Durham, late Lieut. in the i8tn 
Hussars Jan, 16 at 11 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, 
Middlesborough 
APPLEYARD, JOSEPH, Wiseton Grange, nr Bawitry, 
wee BU Farmer Jan 15 at 12.30 ephant Hotel, 
Boyp, OHARERS, St Ste ep hen’s avenue, Shepherd’s 
ush, late Assistant Registrar-General of seamen 
oa 6 ihipping Jan 21 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 





BRADSHAW, JOHN LAWRENCE, Bristol, Flour Mer- 
om se an 22 at3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn 
st, Br 


CHAMBERS, JOSEPH. Port Carlisle, Innkeeper Jan 20 
ati2 Off Rec, 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 

ORAVEN, JOHN JOSEPH, Barrow in Furness, Piano- 
forte Maker Jan 15 at 12.30 16, Uornwallis st, 


a in Furness 
, Mask, Croydon, Surrey, Builder Jan i5 at 3 
OAD, Victoria st, Westminster 
OUTLER, ew over st, Hanover sq, Tailor Jan 
2iatii 33, Carey st, Linculn’s inn 
Dzar & Co, late East st, Walworth, Grocers Jan 22 
at12 33, Carey s' te sirn fields 
DUNNING, NaTHAN Melbourne, Derbyshire, 
ice nsed Victualler Pian 15 at 2 Off Rec, St 


James’s chmbrs, Derby 
Evsrett, C. H., Great St Andrew st Jan 21 at 11 
ankruptcy bldngs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 


fiel 
FAtcKe, MontTAGvE, Warnford ct, Stockbroker Jan 
17 at 12 Bankruptcy bldngs, Portugal st, Lia- 
F iat, Cleeth Li Plumber Jan 15 at 
m7 ) ncs, Plumber Jan 15 a 

aot hoes 3, ay st, Great Grimsby 

FYFE, lane St Stephen’s chmbrs, Telegraph st, 
Scockpeober Jan 22at11 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 


ds 
Gat, Emmss, Oxford st, Restaurant Keeper Jan 
15 at 2.30 383, Carey st, Linculn’s inn fields 
HatTsaaway, ABIA, Brompton, Gillingoaam, Kent, 
Letter of A ments Jan 27 at 10.30 Off Rec, 


High st, Rochester 
HENSON, H., Oldfield rd, Broughton rd, Stoke New- 
ington, ‘Builder Jan 21 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bidngs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
WSON, Beverley, Yorks, Hatter Jan 14 at 
12 Off Rec, Trinity House lane, Hult 
JACKSON, GEORGE, East G , Sussex Jan 15 at 
12 Bankrup tey bldys, Portugal st, Lincola’s inn 
JONAS, JULIU3, Vheapside Agent Jan 
17 at 12_ 35, Carey st, Lincoin’ s inn fields 
KEMPLEY, HuN&yY, Kingston upon IHull, Tobacconist 
yen 14 at 11.30 Off , Trinity House lane, 


LATHAM, EDWARD Stork, Leeds, late Boot Protector 
a Jan 17 at 11 Off Rec, 22, Park 


MacboNALD, : — ae sford terrace, Seven Sisters 
rd, rocer Jan 17 at 11 Noi6é 
| dng 30 a $1, 8t Swithin’s lane 

MANntTuA and MOoNTFERRAT, CHARLES. the Prince of, 
Elgin avenue, Harrow rd, Maida Vale Jan 17 at 
2.30 33, Carey at ae 8 inn fields 

MAKSHALL, BOBEaT DWARD, Nuneaton, Warwick- 

Solicitor Jan 17 at 12 Off Rec, 17, Hert- 
ford st, Coven 

Mc Jartuy, Jonun J, New Barnet, Herts, Builder, 
Jan i4atil No1i6é Room, 30 and 31, &t Swithin’s 


lane 
—— JosspH SypDNkgY, Selborne chmbrs, Chan- 
ry lane, Solicitor Jan 16 at 12 Bankruptey 

bids, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Mayrick, Frank, E, Carlingford rd, Hampstead, 
—— Jan i7at 11 33, Carey st, Lincolo’s inn 
Miniter, Henry, WILLIAM, Fenton, Staffs, Potter’s 
he my Jan 16 at 1030 Off Reo, Newcastle 

un 
MORGAN, JOHN, “end Grorare MorcGan, Wolverham: a 
pon 11 Otf Reo, St Pe 


ol igeminaicn 6 pa, Baker 
N oanat 17 * ll ‘On Ree, es Coventry © 
on 100 
Jan ie - i 1 Ot Reo, rinity House lane Hult 
Jan 22 at 12.45 5 Ott = oe ank chmbrs, Corn om 


» RICHARD, 1 
me 17 at 2.30 Oit Hoe Ostut chinbre-Ghoster 


—, Cy ROBERT, 
oe it Off Ree, 8, iMibert TAL Middles- 
‘TEa@ 


Poflen, sere acer a 5 


Troanunst, W Grays, Butcher's 
Assistant Sat 12.80 Rec, High st, 
FREDERICK, Pembridge, Herefordshire, Miller 
Jan 27 at 10 18, Corn sq. 
SyYE, JOHN, 2 


Ma Cornwall, Inukee Jan 14 
at 11. oe, Boseawen wel 


ae 

Urwin, Savane AYLOR, Whitby, Yorks, Jet 
Ornament eeeteeee Janiéati: Off Rec, 
8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

VERGETTE, EDWARD, the older, y, Peterborough, retired 

a na ag ati2 The Law Courts, New rd, 

eterboroug) 

VickEss, EpwakD CHARLES, Wells st, Oxford st, 
Hat Manufacturer Jan 17 at 11 Bankruptcy 

bidngs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

WEBBER, ALEXANDER, Mark bers Wine Merchant 
Jan 16 fh sounkrepeey bidngs, Portugal st, 


Lincoln’s inn 

WHELDO orks, Draper Jan i7 at 
orthallerton 

Heath, 


N, ee 
lt 20 Hicuria' Railway Hotel, N 
Wi JOHN WEST 
Wores, Out of bus business Jan 1 7" at ii 25, Colmore 
WiitiaMs RScHARD, Oswestry, Salop, Manager of 
Refreshment House Jan i4 at ti 30 Queen’s 
Hotel, Coeastay 
WILLIAMS, WILLIAM, Remanete, Brewer Jan 15 at 
3.30 7 7, High st, 


WILtson, KOBERT, , in oseme, Fruiterer Jan 
15atiz2 16, Uornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


BALE, JoHN SNow Maney, Upper Tooting, Surrey, 
formerly Rey mt Assistant Wandsworth Pet 


Dec 17 

BEAVAN, EDWIN, Hay, * araeens Tailor Hereford 
ie t Dec 23 Ord Jan 

Byes, Watchmaker 

, Greengrocer Luton 


Tom a 
ys = PetJan4 Ord 
BaapDog. JOHN, Laston, 
OSEPH, Port Carlisle, Innkeeper Carlisle 
Cu. uty Ht = a erpool, F. ane 
ARK&, JOHN WILLIAM, Liv: ‘armer or 
Pet Novx5 Ord Jan ’ 
— i MiLDRED, and Cuane saums » ~y 
ver Boot Dealers \verpoo. e 
oC Land 33 Ord Dee's Cooper, Manchester 
OOPER, ALTER 
Ly Merchants Manchester Pet Yon 2 Ord 
ao JOHN, Pinchingtho: Yorks, Farmer 
Btockton ton on’ Tees and Middlesborough’ Pet Jan 3 


an 3 

CREED, GEORGE, Norton Wiaweceen, Somerset, Baker 
Taunton Pet Dec19 Ord Jan 

Crook, OHARLES, nOwAR>, Stowell, Somerset, 
— Victualler Yeovil Pet Deo 23 Ord 

CuTLER, EpwWIn, late Hanover st, Hemever sq, Tailor 
High Court Pet Sept 16 Ord Jan 

DAvriss, THOMAS, Ferndale, Glam, coos Pontypridd 
Pet Dec 12 Ord Jan3 

DUNNING, -_ JouN, Melbourne, Derbyshi | 
Lic ee Victualler Derby Pet Jan 1 


Jan 
GREEN, Guonox Tuomas, U; ayy J, 8 Te 


M High Court 

Guam, pa; JOHN Bn Ty King ‘st 4 
we A . va m aaee High Court Pet Ap: 

Fi 

HamintTon, CHARLES, New st, Commercial Clerk 
High Uourt Pet Jan 2 Ord Jan 2 

HAMMOND, CHARLES W. Aches, zm, 
Draper’s Assistant Can’ t Deo 1 
Ord Jan 4 

on - —e 


Asma, Brompton, nee, - 
Letter 0} : f Apartments Rochester Pet Jan. : 


Syatecke Dock, - vemend Pem- 


3 a 
rer Gloucester Pet Deo 


st, York 8t 
turer eS 
's Court 
pa, Baker 
Pet Jan 2 Jané 


Sac ok PotJan 
POULTOX, OMARLES, Ipswich, Mineral Water{Manu- 








Surpson, THomas, Boro’ Southwark, 
Builder Hight Oourt “Pot Jace Ord sano 


1B, CHARLES, ng 
Cyan 18 at 11 of Gllnses tee, Birninghan So 


facturer Ipswich Pet Deci8 Ord Jan 2 


ae 












anne 
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Price, THomas, Frome, Somerset, Saddler Frome 
Pet Jan2 Ord Jan 2 

Rickstr, THomMAs, Scuthampton, Baker Southamp- 
ton PetJan3 OrdJan3 

RosBInson, FrtpERICK, Aston juxta Birmingham. 
conneyman Grinder Birmivgham Pet Jan 1 


Ord Jan 
SaDLER, WILLIAM HoLuanD, Haslemere, Surrey, 
Commercial Traveller Guildford a.d Godalming 
Pet Jani OrdJant 
Srvuakt, Pexcy, Sheffield, Carriage Builder Sheffield 
Ord Jan 2 


Pet Jan 2 
G, MICHARL, Ferriby Sluice, Lincs, Licensed 
Victualler GtGrimsby PetJani1 Ord Jani 
TeaGus, Henry, Newport, Mon, Draper Newport, 
Mon Pet Dec23 Ord Jan 3 
TIcEHURST, WILLIAM MARK, Grays, Essex, Butcher’s 
Assistant Rochester Pet Jan2 Ord Jan2 
cK, Harry GRUZELIER, Agincourt rd, 
Hampstead,Gent High Court Pet Dec 30 Ord 


Jani 
Feticia, Ullenhal!,' Warwickshire, for- 
ne 7 or Victualler Warwick Pet Dec 6 
c 31 
Van PraaGuH. Jacos, Jermyn st. Haymarket, Dia- 
mond Merchant High Court Pet Decié Ord 


anil 

VICKERSTAFF, WILLIAM, jun, Ratcliffe on Trent, 
om Baker Nottingham Pet Jan 3 Ord 
an 4 


ILLIAMSON, THOMAS. Hereford, _ Domestic 
; ~y eed Dealer Hereford Pet Jan 4 Ord 
an4 
Wiwnson, THOMAS, Rattlesden. Suffolk, Miller Bury 
8t Edmunds Pet Jan2 OrdJan2 
Woop, Frrix. £urbiton, Surrey, General Dealers 
Kingston Pet Dec 9 Ord Dec 31 
YVILL, ARTHUR JOHN, Nottingham, Wine Mer- 
chant Nottiogham Pet Dec3i Ord Jan 4 





The Subscription to the SoutctTors’ JOURNAL is 
—Town, 26s.; Country, 283.; with the 
WEEKLY REPORTER, 52s. Payment in advance 
include Double Numbers and Postage. Sub- 
scribers can have their Volumes bound at the 
office—cloth, 2s. Gd., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 
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All letters ‘intended for publication im the 
“ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity in the Country, it 
is requested that application be made direct 
to the Publisher. 


SECOND EDITION. REVISED AND 
ENLARGED, 


In the Prezs, and to he publishei on January 20th. 
Demy 8vo. Published at 16s.; cash, 13s.; or, post 
free, 13s. 6d. 

MANUAL of the PRINCIPLES of 
EQUITY. A Concise and Explanatory Work 
on Head specially written for Students. By JOHN 

INDERMAUDR, Solicitor, &c , Author of * Principles 

of Common Law,” “ Epitomes of Leading Cases,’’ 

** Manual of Practice,” &c., &c. 

GEO. BARBER, Office of The Law Students’ Journal, 16 

and 17, Cursitor-street, Chancery-lane, London, E.O. 


ROOKS BOUGHT.—To Executors, Solici- 
= ivrs, &c.—_HENRY SOTHERAN & CO., 136, 
Strand, and 36, vtec URCHASE LIBRARIES 
or smaller collections of Books, in town cr country, 
iving the utmost value in ; also value for 
ROBATE. Experienced valuers promptly sent. 
Removals without trouble or expense to sellers. 
Established 1816. Telegraphic Address, Bookmen, 
| London. Code in use, Unicode, 








‘tg you want Money without Fees—amounts 

£10 to £1,000—before applying elsewhere see Mr. 
= Care, personally if possible, 43, Great Tower- 
atreet. 





JNO. STEVENSON & COWPER, 
MIDDLESBROUGH, 
VALUERS OF IRONWORKS, MINES, AND COLLIERIES 
Partnerships and Sales and Purchases negotiated. 


Middlesbrough Corporation 3 per Cent. Debeature 
Stock: prospectuses on application. 


Telegrams, “ Iron.” 


~ SEAL ENGRAVING, 
ECCLESIASTICAL, CORPORATE, & HERALDIC, 


BOOK-PLATES IN MEDIZVAL AND MODERN 
STYLES DESIGNED AND ENGRAVED. 


THOMAS MORING, 
First Avenue Hotel Buildings, High Holborn, W.C. 
Telephone No, 2,730, 
Seals for Companies Engraved and fitted to Presses. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE {See%% MAKERS, 


| BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majeste, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of 
the Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. 











| ROBES FOR QUEEN'S OOUNSEL AND BARRISTERS 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
and Clerks of the Peace. 


| CORPORATION ROBES, UMIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS, 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 
| 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


HODGKINSON & CO.'S 
|GZAND-MADE BRIEF, #OOLSCAP, 
| and other PAPERS, 

THE MOST SUITABLE FOR SOLICITOR:. 
| Can be obtained through all Stationers. 








: ——= 
LAZ—Get Reving.— Abstracts Copied at 
One Penny er folio ; Deeds Hagrosso' ‘thes it 


pence folio net.— & LANHAM, 3, Ohichestey, 
rents, By! , Chancery-lane, W.O. 
—— 


L_AW.—Beauired, by Solicitors in the City 

a General Clerk experienced in Convey : 
Probate, and Somerset House Work.—Apply by 
letter only, stating age, experiecce, and salary, t 
Ds.rA, Office of this Paper. . 








AW. — Re-engagement required by 4 
young Solicitor as Conveyancing and Genera) 
Clerk; large town preferred; hard worker; tota} 
abstainer; salary moderate.—b., Henknowle, Bishop 
Auckland. 











SOLICITOR (Admitted over 12 years) 
with a varied experience, including town anj 
country practice, requires an Engagement to M 
either a General Business or a Department (Convey. 
ancing preferred) ; excellent testimonials.— Address, 
8. W., 44, Chancery-lane. 








R. UTLEY, Solicitor, continues to 
rapilly and _ successfull PREPA 

CANDIDATES, orally and by ~~ the SOE 
CITORS’ and BAR PRELIMINARY, INTER. 
MEDIATE, and FINAL, and LL.B. Examinations, 
Terms from £i 1s. per month. Many PUPILS Havg 
TAKEN Honours.—For further particulars, and 
copies of ** Bints on Stephen’s Commentaries” and 
** Hints ot Criminal Law,” address, 17, Brazennose. 
street. Albert-square, Manchester. 





Ci4se ADVANCED (€30 to £500) ata day’s 
notice. to Householders-resident in London or 
the Home Counties, on Bill of Sale, repayable to suit 
the borrower's convenience; no sureties or ing 
fees; Solicitors introducing clients allowed 2 per 
cent. commission.—Ap ly to Messrs. W. Hoiuings. 
WoRTH & Sons, 13, Hie Holborn. Established at 
the same address 54 years. 


EGAL MEDICINE.—Professor W. M. 
SMITH, Barrister-at-Law, M.D D. Sc.. will 
LGELIVER, at King’s College, London, in the Hil 
Term, a Special Course of LECTURES on LEGAL 
MEDICINE, to Barristers and Law Students.—For 
particulars apply tou J. W. CUNNINGHAM, tary 
of King’s Coliege, London. 








LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No. 117, CHANCERY LaNE, FLEET 
STREET. 

ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 
begs to direct the attention of the Legal 

Profession to the advantages of his long experience 
of upwards of forty years, in the special insertion of 
all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their 
continued support.—N.B. Forms, Gratis, for Statu- 
tory Notices to Creditors and Dissolutions of Partner- 
ship, with necessary Declaration. Official stamps 
for advertisements and file of * London Gazette” 
kept. By appointment. 


JURNISH your HOUSES or APART- 
MENTS THROUGHOUT on 
MOEDER’S HIRE SYSTEM. 
[he original, best, and most liberal. Suiits all. 
Founded 4.D. 1868, 
Furnish direct from ie Seweactaeee, from £10 to 


Cash prices. No extra charge for time given. 
Uatalogues, estimates, Press opinions, testimonials, 
post-free. 

F, MOEDER, 248, 249, & 450, Tottenham-court-rd.,W 
ALSO for HIRE ONLY. 











THE SOLICITORS’ LAW STATIONERY SOCIETY, 


LIMITED. 


Labor omnibus unus-—Georgicon, Lab. IV. 


a CrossMAN, Esq. (Messrs, Crossman & 
road, L 


——- ooaee, Esq. (Messrs. Pemberton & Garth), 5, New-court, Lincoln’s- 


Hewry Epwarpd GRIBBLE, Esq. (Messrs. Torr, Janeways, Gribble, & Oddie), 28, 
S.W. RICHARD PENNINGTON, Esq 
64, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 


Bedford-row, W.C., and 19, Parliament-street, 


JOHN ARTHUR ILIFFE, Esq. (Meesrs. lliffe, Henley, & Sweet), 2, Bedford-row, W.C. 
The OBJECT OF THE SOCIETY is to enable 


‘DIRECTORS: 


Prichard), 16, Theobald’s- ; GEORGE EDWARD Laue, Hoa, (Messrs, Lake, Beaumont, & Lake), 10, New-square 


Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


Solicitors, by co-operation 


among themselves, to ensure the highest efliciency in all branches of their Law | whole residue. 


Stationery work, and to share in the profits arising therefrom. 





After setting aside a reserve aud a 6 per cent. preferential cumulative dividend, ; before delivery. 


the PROFITS are divided between (a) Shareholders and (+) Customers, being 


Bolicitors whose accounts amount to £110 per annum (less payment-), until the | SHIRLEY. 
The Society does not give legal advice or transact any work which is required by law to be done by a duly-qualijied Solicitor. 


12, NEW COURT, CAREY STREET, W.C., axv 49, BEDFORD kOW, W.C. 


Frank ROWLEY PARKzER, Eeq. (Messrs. Sha 
12, New-court, Carey-.treet, W.C., an 


former have received 12 per cent. in a 


Price Lists forwarded post-free on application to the Secretary, W. H. 8. 






e, Parkers, Pritchard, & Sharpe), 
% Bridge-street, Westmins*ct, 


" (Messrs Cookson, Wa xewright, & Pennington), 


after which such Customers take the 


In addition, LIBERAL DISCOUNTS are allowed, as shewn in the Price List, 
and the Society supplies goods on account and without requiring payments 


Jar 
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